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1  Cheapſide. 


2 HE Uninterrupted Succeſſion of Biſhops, prova 
not neceſſary to the Conveyance of the Miniſterial 
Office, and the Validity of Ordinances in the Church: 
Wherein is conſider'd, the Nature of the Sanhedrin, 
the Synagogue, and the Rights of Societies, before the 
Writings of the Sacred Books, and ſince they were 
An Eſſay tor allaying the Animoſities amongſt Br: 
21 Proteſtants, 1315 Diſcourſe founded — the 14th, 
and part of the 15th Chapter of the Epiſtle to the 
Romans, Price 4 4. | | 
An Hiſtorical Account of the ſeveral Attempts for 
a further Reformation of the Eſtabliſh'd Church of 
England. Price 6 . Hp 
A Letter to a Diſſenter in Exeter, occaſion'd by the 


Tiger 5. among the Brethren. Price 4 dl. 
Aa Chriſtianity defended; or, an Anſwer to 2 
Pamphlet lately printed at Exon, intitled, Arius De- 
tected and Confuted, - Part I. and II. Price 6 d. each. 
Part III. and IV. Pr. 15. By the Author of the Letter. 
The Reverend Mr. Troſſe's Arguments, anſwer'd, 
relatſog to the Cord Jefus' Chriſt and he De of 
the Holy Ghoſt; taken from his Catechi m, and ver: 

mon on Luke 22. 31, Price 3 d. | 
A Practical Grammar to the Engl; Tongue; or, 

a New Spelling-Book : Treating, I. Of Letters, and 
their ſeveral Powers, IT. Of Syllables, with large 
Tables fitted to the ſevera] Rules of Spelling. III. Of 
Weds; the ſeveral kinds, with the Declenſion of 
Nouns, or Names; and Conjugation of Verbs, or 
Affirmations. IV. Of Sentences ; ſhewing the moſt 
elegant Conſtruction of our own Tongue, Contain- 
ing the Subſtance of Brightland's and the beſt Gram- 
mars, T7oung's and other Spelling-Books ; adapted to 
the London Pronunciation, and made fo plain and eaſy, 
that the meaneſt Capacity may quickly become a 

Proficient in the Engliſ Tongue. 
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DOCTRINE 


CHRIST = A ApOSTLES 
CONCERNING 


The UN TT and TRINITY, 


Defended againſt the Sabellian and Trithe- 
ſtick Errors of the Times. 


— 1. Cid Rom. 3.12. 

3 — @s Y vov Jauche UNT — 
2 Pet. 2. 1. 

That ye may with one Mind, and with one Mouth, glorify the God 
and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, Rom. 15,6, To him 
be Glory in the Church by Jeſus Chriſt, throughout all Ages, 
Sc. Epheſe 3. 21. 
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In a Letter to the Reverend Mr. CUMMING. 
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LONDON: 


Printed for JohN Noox, at the White Hart 
in 9 ide near Mercers-Hlall. MDCCXX. 
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The Contents of each Section. 


Kea: Caution neceſſary to an Adviſer in difficult 
> Controver fies. Sea. I. 
TRE Mr. Cumming” 5 intemperate Zeal, and Hete- 
rodox Notions. 2. 
Hs Outcry againſt old Chriſtianity, and falſe Alarms 
to the People. 
Hg Faith, not the Faith once deliver d to tlie 
Saints; what that is. 4. 
Chriſt's and the Apoſtles Faith of one God, and the 
modern Creed compar d. 4. 
The Primitive Faith perverted and confounded by the 
Antichriſtian Schemes of the Sabellians aud 
Tritheiſts. 5. 
Imovators pretend great Zeal againſt the Doctrines 
of Men, yet prefer human Schemes, and Rules of 
Faith before the Word of God. 6. 
Innovators diſguiſe their own, and the Orthodox Senſe 
of the Unity and Trinity; that confider'd and ex- 
plain'd. 7. 


M. Cumming's Notion of the Form of God ex- 


plain'd and con uted. 8. 
Hs Notion of Heb. 1. 10. conf der d and confuted. g. 
Three Senſes offer 'd to his Choice. ibid. 


Holy Ghoſt, amuſing his Readers with Notes upon 
the Generation, &c. 10. 
Mr. Cumming charges Dr. Clarke with double En- 

tendres, tho he and his Heterodox Party blame- 

able on this Head, R | Rs I. 
Mr. 
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The Contents of each Section. 


Ni. Cumming's dangerous Aſſertion God the 

Father, and his intricate Creed confider'd. Sed. ii. 

The Perplexities in his Creed further conſider d, an tis 
Foudneſs for Jome Terms in the Aſſembly's Cate- 
chiſm, which is not infallible. 

The Preeminence or Supremacy of God HEFhrhs 
own'd by all Chriſtians in all Ages, but our moden 
Tritheilts. 7, 2_ 

An eternal neceſſary Generation contradiflory in Mr. 
Cumming's Scheme, which holds, ear one ſelf-exiſtiug 
Being produces another. ibid. 

Mr. Cumming' ſhifting Scenes, and putting Bis on 
Difficulties upon the Orthodox to ſolve them? Quits 
the Word Son, becauſe it implies Es 
flies tothe Mord Aby. for ſhelter. | 

His Concluſion from no Premiſes: his Raſhneſs. | 1 

Mr. Cumming's miſtake of St. Jude ver. 4. Tien, 
Deſiga of ehat Text. It may be retorted for M. 
Cumming and his Friends. 15. 

M. Cumming forgetting his firſt, "affine a Kum 

Meaning of Jude, ver. 4. His Miftake in applying 

k- inthe 5th ver. 20 Chriſt, and his ſupporting 

that Miſtake by a doubtful Reading : That a dug 

ros Prad ice. 16. 

Mr. Cumming's great Miſtake in thinking 1050 
usd abſolutely, and with the Ar ticle, conſe ay means 
Chrift - the contrary ſhewn. at large. | ibid. 

The words RU O- and O- us'd of different Subjeth 

in different Senſes. The Scripture diſtinction of the 

Lord God, and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt; which it 

well heeded, introduces Confuſion and Heres) 1bid, 

Mr. Cumming aud Mr. Tong forward and ruſb it 

miſ-tr anſlating aud applying St, Jude ver. 4. 17: 

They make Jeſus Chriſt their ouly Lird God, &c. That 

Text Wes d, and many Arguments a their Job 


R 


The Contents of each Section. 


Poſſtions, proving that the Words [only Lord God} 

do belong to the Father alone. Sect. 17. 
Ar. Cumming's Arguments from the Article [a] con- 
fider'd : He breaks thro the plaineſt and ſtrongeſt 
Words of Scripture to maintain his Errors. 18. 
M. Cumming's Concluſion, that Chriſt muſt be the 
only God, or there are more Gods than one] 
conſider d. His inconſiſtent Creed. 19. 
Mr. Cumming miſapplies the laſt. ver. of ,t. Jude. 


Saviour in the higheſt Senſe, prou'd at large from 
ſundry Texts. That Verſe referr'd to the Father by 
ſeveral MSS. &c. e 20. 

Mr. Cumming's miſtake in 3 Aecnd us to Je ſus 
Chriſt, 2 Tim. 2. 21. That Text clear d— The 
Mord often us'd by the LXX. for Hebrew Names 


of the ſupreme God. | 21. 
Mi. Cumming's miſtake in applying Azom'rys in 2 Pet. 


reſcu d. and the uſe of that Word further ex- 
plain'd. \ 22. 
M. Cumming's miſtake in the uſe of crarroręg r, con- 
trary to all the three Creeds, and to the conſtant Uſe 
of it in the New Teſtament, ſbeun in the ſeveral 
ert. 1 23. 
lay ronęg re an appropriate Character of God the Fu- 


&c. and Alpha and Omega, or the Firſt and the 
Laſt, ſhewn at large. 23, & 24. 


% ατ and TavTourauO) ſhewn to be altogether 
groundleſs. 7, 
17. M. Cummings Uſe of Kue for Chrift, Jude ver. 
hat WW 5 6, 7. fully conſider d, and plainly prov'd to be a 
„e great Miſtake, | 26, 27, 28. 
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The Contents of each Section! 


Mr. Cumming's Charge upon the Orthodox, of de- 
nying the Lord that bought them, recoils upon 
himſelf and his Friends ; whoſe Creed is a Riddle, 
and Language is abuſive. mY Sect. 29. 
He flings Texts and hard Words at his Neighbours, fur 
concealing (as he pretends) their Sentiments, aud 
uſing ambiguous Terms. This the proper Charafler 
, ſome Tritheiſts, who prefer the Afembly'; 
Catechiſm to the Apoſtles Creed. ibid. 
Mr. Cumming for a modern Chriſt, and modern 
Terms of Communion, and a Metaphyſical 
Creed. : 5 30 
Who the ſupreme Obje of Worſhip» Chriſtian Waor- 


ſhip leſs tainted than Chriſtian Principles. Chriſt 


and the Jews agreed in the Object of Worſhip. zo. 
Mr. Cumming excepts againſt the Word [Supreme] 

| _ . when apply'd to God; yet himſelf often uſes it. Some 
of his many Miſtakes confider d. 31, 
Mr. Cumming's falſe Charges againſt, bitter Reflefions 
upon, and unfair Characters of the Orthodox, re- 
ferr'd to in almoſt every Page of his Sermon ; aud 
retorted upon himſelf and his Friends often in his own 
Words, at large: 32. 
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Reverend SIR, 
. 1. 25 


Pulpit to all Chriſtians, e- 


— 

4 2 is highly uſeful at all times, 
and more eſpecially when their Tempers are 
warm'd, and their Paſſions are afloat, and 
prejudices run high againſt ſome Opinions, 
and in favour of others not yet thorowly 
examin'd. But the higheſt Prudence and 
Caution are neceflary in ſuch a State of 
LY Things, that the Adviſer mayn't impoſe 
upon his Audience. Tis difficult indeed, 
for human Nature to govern itſelf by the 

= Rules of Reaſon and Religion, when 

B | new 


ſpecially the younger ſort, 
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2 The ApOST LES Creed better 
new Controverſies ariſe, or old ones are 
reviv'd : I therefore always make great Al- 
lowances to human Frailty at ſuch a time; 


and I ſee it neceſſary ſo to do, in all the A- 


fairs of Life that have any Difficulty in 
them. Nothing is more eaſy, nothing more 
common, than to miſlead, or to be miſled. 
T think, upon a calm Review of your Sermon 
preach d on Eaſter-Monday laſt, you are 
not altogether free from the common Frail- 
ties which attend the Writers of Controver- 
ſy. Give me leave, as your true Friend and 


Well-wiſher, to ſhew you your Miſtakes, 
Vll can; or to give you a good Occaſion to 


rectify mine, if you can. 


6.2. I READILY admit of your Pre- 
liminary, p.3. © That nothing is more re- 
* proachful to human Underſtanding,nothing 
© more miſchievous in its effects, than a blind 
© intemperate Zeal in Matters of Religion. 
Yet for want of a due guard upon your own 
Zeal, it grows, in a few Pages, warm, in- 
temperate, and reflecting. For Inſtance, 
P. 5. you ſay, © The Foundations of our 
© Religion are openly attack'd, a new Faith 
© is impos'd upon Chriſtians The Revi- 


© vers of exploded Hereſy impudently boaſt 
© of Numbers and Authorities — The moſt 
| famous 


%S — WAS 


9 — 


6 


* 


A 


famous Boundaries of Truth and Error are 
© {emoliſh'd ; all Diſt inction between He- 
reſy and ſound Doctrine is laugh'd at as 
ridiculous, and banter'd under the Name 
© of Orthodoxy—— Qppoſition is made to 
the Goſpel, and Indignities offer'd to its 
bleſſed Author, &c. In ſhort, That new 
© Opinions are propagated amongſt us by 
the Diſciples of Arius, which are an 
open Hoſtility to the Divinity and Croſs 
© of Chriſt, a Complication of Errors that 
* ſtrike at the Vitals of Chriſtianity.” 
Theſe, Sir, are ſome of the Expreſſions of 
your Zeal : Now, whether it be the blind 
and intemperate Zeal, which you blame p. 3. 
I leave you and others to judge. I eaſily 
gueſs whom you aim at in theſe ſevere Char- 
ges 3 but we have this TANCopoere, Or fall 
Perſuaſion in our Minds to comfort us, that 
moſt of them ſuit your Party, and fit your 
Character to a hair: For who ſo effectually 
attack the Foundations of the Chriſtian Faith, 
as they who labour by nice Diſtinctions to 
deſtroy the Doctrine of the Divine Unity, 
when they would maintain their Notions of 
a Trinity; and on the other hand, overthrow 


A 


— 


A 


the Doctrine of a real Trinity, when they 


are defending their Notions of a Divine U- 
zity? For if in the laſt Caſe, you teach and 
. B 2 main- 
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4 The Ar 0STLES Creed better 
maintain direct Sabelliani ſin, is that old Chrif 5 
tianity? Or if in the firſt Caſe, you are a t 
Tyitheiſt, is that a Primitive Chriſtian ? And I 
if you would impoſe either Sabel/ianiſm or f 
Tritheiſm, you, Sir, are for impoſing a new i 
Faith upon Chriſtians ; you, Sir, are for re- C 
vi ving exploded Herefies And as for the im- N 
pudent Boaſt you mention of Numbers and b 
Authorities; all the World knows, your A4- P 


thanafian Party are continually flouriſhing * 
with that kind of Weapons, with which they al 
have wnhing'd and looſen d the Principles of Di- W 
vine Reuelation, by making it queſtionable, bir 
whether the Chriſtian Religion teaches three in 
Gods or one; and by intirely tranſpoſing the to 


Names of Hereſy and Orthodoxy, have made Se 
Hereſy a very creditable thing, and Orthodoxy It 
very contemptible. In truth, the whole Charge all 
you have drawn up in ſuch bitter Terms, 80 
may be juſtly retorted upon the whole Atha- 


naſian Cauſe and Party; which both are in a 0 
State of open Hoſtility againſt the true Divinity wy 
IE ONCE 


of Chriſt. 3 


§. 3. I AGREE with what you ſay, 
p. 6. that A Complication of Errors now 
© reigns; and that a Conſpiracy has been 
carrying on againſt the Fundamentals of 
our Religion. But whoſe are theſe Errors, 
who 


than the As sE N L Ys Catechiſm, 5 
who are theſe Conſpirators; they who confine 
themſelves to Scripture Terms and Senſe, as 
near as they can ; or they who coin new 
Terms and new Notions, and then boldly 
impoſe them, without Authority, for old 


- Chriſtianity, for neceſſary Articles of Faith? 


And if any body is ſo bold, to ſpeak in the 
behalf of old Chriſtianity, preſently the poor 
People muſt be alarm'd, as by you, p. 6. 
with the Danger of Hereſy, ſeducing Spirits, 
and poiſonous Errors; and every body is 
warn'd to contend earneſtly for the Faith once de- 
liver d to the Saints: Which Text is turned 

in this Town to all Points in the Compaſs, 
to maintain the peculiar Opinions of every 
Set and Party. And tho tis moſt certain 
it can't defend their proper Opinions, yet 
all ſorts make a flouriſh with it, and with as 
good a grace as the Athanafians themſelves. 


6-4. BUT, Sir, the Faith once delivered 
to the Saints was but one ; and that delivered, 
once for all, in the words of Chriſt and his A- 
pres. Content your ſelf with that Faith, 
and we are agreed. Will you be ſatisfied 
with what the Father has ſaid of himſelf, of 
the Son, and of the Holy Spirit ? Will Chriſt's 
own Declarations of the Father, Himſelf, and 
the Holy Spirit pleaſe you? Will all that is 

_ ſaid 
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ſaid by the four Evangeliſts, and all the 


other Canonical Writers concerning the Sa- 


cred Three, ſufficiently deſcribe their Nature, 


Diſtinctions, and Offices? Is the true Faith 
ſufficiently deſcribed, and entirely found in 
the New Teſtament, or not? Did St. Jude, 
in exhorting the Chriſtians, he wrote to, 10 
contend for the Faith once delivered to the Saints, 
mean the ſame Faith as Mr. Cummin teaches 
and exhorts others to contend for? You 
grant, p. 7. it was not any novel Opinion, or 


amy Doctrine invented by Men, but the Revela- 


ion of Feſus Chriſt delivered firſt to the Apoſtles, 
and by them committed to others, was the Prize 
eſteemed by the inſpired Writer St. Jude, worthy of 
the moſt earneſt Contention. Thus far you are 
right, Sir; in this we are entirely agreed. 
And I can perfectly agree with you, if you 
can with ze, that the Faith once delivered. to 
the Saints, by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, is the 
only Rule ordain'd of God, to govern the Faith 
and Life of Chriſtians, a perfect, complete, and 
immutable Rule; as you ſay, p. 8. and 
I am convinced alſo, that all umuritten 
Traditions, all Decrees of Councils, all Eccle- 
flaſtical Laws and Canons, &c. are no part of 
the true Rule of Faith; which is fingly and en- 
tirely contain'd in the Word of God. Whatever 
Preacher or Writer therefore excites others 


to by 
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tO contend for 4 Faith not ſo much as men- 
tion d once in the Holy Scriptures, but con- 


tradictory alſo to abundance of expreſs Texts; 


ſich a Preacher or Writer is in truth not for 


contending for St. Jude's Faith, but for the 


Opinions of- ſome uninſpired Writers, and antient 
Leaders of Sets and Parties. Give me leave 
therefore to compare the Faith once delivered to 
the Saints by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, with that 
Faith now delivered to the Moderns, by fome Coun- 
cls and leading Writers, antient and modern. 


Of the One GOD. 


HE Faith of the one 


H E Scripture Faith of 
God not delivered in 


the One God, deliver'd 


| by Chriſt himſelf, and bis he Scriprures, but framed 


Apoſtles, is, That the (a) Fa- and delivered by certain 
ther is the only true God, the Councils and Fathers, is, 
Head and God of Chriſt, by That the bleſſed Three, men- 
whomChriſt himſelf was ſent, z10ned in the New Teſta- 


(b) whoſe Doctrine he prea- ment, Viz. Father, Son, and 


ched; by (c) whoſe Power Holy Ghoſt, are one God, of 
he wrought Miracles, whom one Subſtance, of one E. 
he himſelf (d) worſhipped 3 ſence; that each of the three 
whom all (e) true Worſhip- have a diſtinft Hypoſtaſis 
pers were to worſhip; who or Sub ſiſtence, but One God- 
made Jeſus (f) Lord and head; the Glory equal, the 


Chriſt z who (g) rais'd Majeſty co-eternal ; That 


bim from the dead; who each of the three diſtinct 
; (-) Hy- 


| TEE 


— 


(a) Joh, 17. 3. 1 Cor. 11, 3. Epbeſ. 1. 8, 17. 


(b) Joh. 3. 16. (c) Joh. 14. 10. Acls 2. 22. (4) 


Luk. 6. 12. and 22. 41, 42. Heb. 5.7. (e) Joh. 4. 23. 


Act, 2. 36. (6) A . 24, And 32. Rom. g. 24. 
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(b) fer bim at his right Hypoſtaſes is uncreated, in- 


hand; who (i) gave him comprehenſible, eternal, al. 
all Powerz who put all mighty God and Lord. See 
things under his feet; who the Creeds called Nicene and 
made him (k) Head over Athanaſian, ſo much in 
all, exc. and to whom Jeſus yogue for many blind Ages, 
Chriſt is to (/) ſurrender or and now earneſtly contended 
reſign at laſt his Kingdom, for, as the Standards of 
and all this to the (m) Glory Orthodoxy, and as the Faith 
of God, the Father, cc. once delivered to the Saints, 


6.5. NOW which of theſe, Sir, is 


really and truly the Faith once delivered to the 


Saints ? Which of theſe is the Complication 
of Errors, that ſtrikes at the Vitals of 
Chriſtianity ? as you ſpeak, p. 6. Which the 
poiſonous Errors, and who are the Conſpirators 
and ſeducing Spirits, you warned your Audi- 
ence againſt, p. 6, and 7? Are they not in 
truth ſuch Teachers and Hriters as found their 
Faith, not ſo much on the Scriptures, as on 
the Terms and Decrees of ſome Councils 
and antient Writers ? Are not they truly and 
properly Seducers, who ſeduce or lead away 
their Hearers and Readers from the one ſuffi- 


cient, immutable, and infallible Rule, the Holy 
Scriptures ? and tell them, that ſubſcribing to 


— — 


28. 18. 1 Cor. 15. 29. (k) Epheſ. 1. 21, 22. (I) 1 Cor. 15. 
24, 27. (m) Phil. 2. 11. See a multitude of Texts con- 


fir ming the Particulars above, in Dr. Clarke's Scripture- 


Doctrine of the Trinity, Part 2d. 
EE | Hum 


(0 44h 2. 33. Mar. 22. 44. Epheſ. 1. 20. (i) Mat. 
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human Articles and Catechiſms, is a better Proof 
or Criterion of one's Chriſtianity, than ſub- 


ſcribing to the Scriptures themſelves! Is not 


this a novel, growing, and dangerous Er- 


ror 2 Do not you, Sir, and your Brother- 


Subſcribers promote it? Is this your Practice 
a ſteady adherence to the one infallible and 
immutable Rule ? Is this the Prize you con- 
tend for, viz. the Doctrine of one God, and 
the Faith concerning Jeſus Chriſt and the 
Holy Spirit, not as once delivered to the 
Saints by Chriit and his Apoſtles ; but as 
fince delivered to Apoſtates, by ſome of the 
Nicene Fathers, and the pretended Athanaſius? 
You tell us indeed, p. 8. that an Anathema is, 
threatned againſt all, who ſhall pervert the Faith, 
of the Goſpel: Have not they perverted, and 
mightily perverted the Goſpel too, who 
make it doubtful, whether Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, the ſacred Three mention'd 
in the Holy Scriptures, are three Beings, Or. 
three Names, Characters, Properties, &c. of one 


Being? And who by their Confeſſions, Cate- 


chiſms, and Sermons, make it doubtful, very 
doubtful, whether there is one ſupreme God, or 
three coordinate, coequal, coeternal Gods] Conſi- 
der well this Matter, examine your Schemes 
and Conſcience, and judge if this ben't the 
Truth of the Caſe. To apply your own un- 
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Juſt Declamation againſt Scripeure-Chriſtians, 
more juſtly to the Sabellians, the Athanaſians, 
and the Tritheiſts of theſe times; don't theſe 
attach the Fiundations of our Religion, revive 
- exploded Herefies, impudently boaſt of Num- 
bers and Authorities? Calling their No- 
tions the Faith commonly received ;* as the 
Subſcribers of London and Exeter word it. 
Whereas they ought to have ſaid, the Sabel- 
lian and Arhanafi an Hereſt ies commonly re- 
ceived. 


6.6. YOU ſeem, p.8. to have a mighty 
Averſion © To the Doctrines of Men, De- 
© crees of Councils, Eccleſiaſtical Laws, Ca- 
© nons and Cuſtoms, that are not contained 
© in (that I don't ſee how poſſibly they 
© ſhould be) or cannot be proved by expreſs 
© Teſtimonies of Scripture, or by natural 
© Conſequences deduced from them ; and 
© you add, That *tis our Duty expreſly to 
declare againſt Innovations of Men in 
© Matters of Religion.” Yet after all this, 


you have a great regard for the Doctrines of 


ſome fallible Men, taught in the 5th and 6th 
Anſwers of the Aſemblys Catechiſm. You 
judge it, and your Brother-Subſcribers judged it, 
ſafer to abide by them, than by the Holy 
| Scriptures alone. And indeed it is ſafer in 
| pour 
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point of Reputation amongſt the weak and 
injudicious. You alſo have your favourite 
Terms, ſuch as Eſſence, Hypoſtafis, Subſiſtence, 
Conſubſtantial, Hypoſtatic Union, &c. which you 


can't but own are Innovations; yet you won't 


by any means think it your Duty to declare 


againſt *em : no, no, theſe are your precious 


Criterious, and preſervatives of myſterious Funda- 
metals, firſt prudently brought in, and ſince 


providentially convey d by uninterrupted Tradition 


to the preſent Age ! The moſt proper Terms, 
in your Senſe, to ſecure our Holy Faith a- 
gainſt Hereticks and Innovators: Wonderful is 
the Force and Power of Prejudice! That 
Men's Words ſhould be thought ſafer for 
God's Truth, than his own Words! 


9.7. I PASS ſome things not very juſt- | 


ly expreſled, p. 11, and 12. and deſire you, 
Sir, to conſider a Remark you have made, 
p. 13, and 14. about the Unity of God, in theſe 


words, That tho the Unity of God be 


* contended for on every fide, as the Foun- 
dation of all true Religion, yet tis really 
* overturn'd by the captivating Errors of our 
* Day, which make three Gods as truly and 
© properly, as they allow Divinity to the 
* Word and Spirit.” Right, Sir, if rightly 
apply*'d ! Who would not think theſe to be 
. C 2 the 


. 
3 
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the Words of a truly Orthodox Chriſtian ? 
And who would believe it to be ſpoken by 
one, who, it may be, really maintains the 
Doctrine of three coordinate, coequal, ſupreme 
Beings ? I know you aim'd at the true Chriſ- 
tian Hypotheſis. But let the common Senſe 
and Reaſon of all Mankind be judge, whe- 
ther all the Wit and Cunning of the moſt 
ill- natur d Adverſary can find any impiety 
or abſurdity in the Scripture Scheme, which 
aſſerts one ſupreme, infinite, moſt perfect, all- 
ſufficient, intelligent Being ; and two other glorious, 
intellectual, ſubordinate Beings ; the ſacred Three 
| deſcribed in the New Teſtament? And on 
the other hand, let the moſt metaphyſical Heads, 
and the moſt artificial Criticks, try all their 
Skill and Craft, and coin new Terms to the 
End of the World, and ſee if they can poſſ- 
ly, without the greateſt Impiety and Abſur- 
dity, maintain the vulgar Tritheiſtick Scheme; 
or, in the faſhionable Stile, the Faith commonly 
receiv'd of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt expreſly 
diſtinguiſh'd each from the other, and as expreſh 
own'd and declar d to be coequal, coeternal, &c, 
and equal in Power and Glory; which is your 
fundamental Orthodoxy. Indeed, you do, as all 
others of the Athanaſs fan Party do, preſently 
contradict this in the very next Paragraph, 
P. 14. telling your Audience, The Acknow- 
ledgmen! 


than the Ass EMBL Y's Catechiſm. 13 
ledgment of a Deity is no more neceſſary 


© to Religion, than tis zo believe there is one 
* God.” Did you mean, Sir, one, 1. e. one 


infinite Mind, Spirit, or intelligent Being is 


that one God? Or do you mean, and would 
you have your Audience underſtand, that 
three infinite Minds, Spirits, or intelligent 
Beings, are the one God? Pray be plain and 


above- board in this matter. You are pleas d 


to bear hard upon others, p. 26. inſinuating, 
asif ſome © thinking it proper to ſcreen their 
© real Sentiments, make uſe of Terms ambi- 
* guous and equivocal ; whereas it becomes 
the Miniſters of Chriſt to be free, open, 
© and explicite, in declaring what they be- 
© lieve, what that Faith is which they preach 


to others.” Now, Sir, ſtick to your own 


Rule : Tell your People, and tell all that you 
can tell, what you mean by one God : Tell 
em what you mean by one God, one infinite, 
or three infinite Minds or Spirits. Don't 


uſe Ambiguities or Orations here. You will 


anſwer me, perhaps, I have told my Mind in 
that very 14th Page, in theſe Words, That 
the Scriptures aſcribing the Characters, 
Fowers, and Glories of the eternal Godhead, 
"to the Father, the Word, and the Holy 
© Ghoſt, aſſure us theſe three are one God. 


But, vr, þ is it true in fact, that the Scrip- 
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tures do aſcribe ſuch Characters, Powers, and 
SEbories to thoſe Three? If particulars were || h 
_examin'd, how would your Aſſertion look? || L 
As to the Father, all ſides agree. Chriſt him- F 
ſelf pronounces him, Joh. 17. 3. the only true  ® 
God; and we dare believe him. Dare you ſe] 
go a ſtep further than Chriſt, and ſay, Others, tel 
who are not the Father, are coequal and coeterna} he 
with him? But you, Sir, and the whole Atha- 
nafian Party, ſeem to have no thought, no | | 
fear of diſpleaſing the Father, (Chriſt's only I Us, 
true God) in giving and aſcribing his Glory 
and Perfections to others! You dare do it 
ia general Terms ; now try it in ſome par- 
ticulars: Is the Son, or the Holy Ghoſt an 
eternal Father ? or did they beget each an 
eternal Son? Is the Son unbegotten, unde- 
rived, ſelf· exiſtent? Is the Father begorten, 
derived, or proceeding from the Son, or Holy 
Ghoſt 2 Did the Power. of the eternal Son 
| overſhadow the blefled Virgin? Was Jeſus 
Chriſt ſent by the eternal Son ? Did Chriſt 
come as the Meſſenger, and reſign himſelf in 
all things to the Will of the eternal Son? 
Did Chriſt come not to do his own Will, but 
the Will of the eternal Son? Was Jeſus made 
Lord and Chriſt by the eternal Son 2 Was he 
raiſed and inveſted with all Power by the 
eternal Son? Was Chriſt ſet at the right 
hand 
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hand of the eternal Son, or Holy Ghoſt > 


Did Chriſt claim the Glory of an eternal 


Father, or any of the proper Characters of 
an eternal Father? Did Chriſt pray to him- 


ſelf, Our Father, &c. or did any other e- 
ternal Son pray to Chriſt, faying, Our Fa- 
ther, Oc? 


6.8. BUT you ſay, the Scriptures tell 
us, That Jeſs Chriſt being in the Form of God, 
too upon him the Firm of Man; (you ſhould 
ſay of a Servant.) And is this, Sir, one Cha- 
rater of the ſupreme Being? Can you ſay, 
dare you ſay of the ſupreme Being, of the Father, 
that he was or is in the Formof God ? Well, but 
you ſay, theſe words ſignify, © naturally 


and neceſſarily poſſeſſed of the ſame infi- 


nite Perfe&ions of the Father. And will 

you abide by it ? pray, the ſame in kind, or the 
ſame numerically? If the ſame in kind, then 
you have two Gods! If the ſame numerical- 
ly, then the Son is the Father, and no longer 
aSon! But pray, how came thoſe words, In 
the Form of God, to ſignify naturally and ne- 
ceſſurily poſſeſſed of the ſame infinite Perfections 
with the Father ? That is neither the fiſt, nor 
the plain, nor the common or uſual Significa- 
tion of thoſe Words. I ſuppoſe you'l allow, 
nay, you mult allow, tis not their expreſs 
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16 The ApOSTLES Creed better 
Senſe; but you'l have em to ſignify ſo by a 
conſequential Senſe of your own drawing. 


priz'd at ſuch bold, random Interpretations. 
Sir, how clear-ſighted ſoever you may be, 
yet few of your own fide, I dare ſay, can 
perceive that Senſe in the Words; or be 

willing you ſhould draw and impoſe your 
Conſequences upon 'em. Surely as there is a 
God, a future Judgment, where you and I 
muſt anſwer, c. The ſelf-exiſtent, underived, 
unbegotten Father, has, as ſuch, certain infinite 
and incommunicable Perſections, which none but, 
none beſides the Father, can be naturally and 


neceſſarily poſſeſſed of. 


AN D, Sir, there is a time coming,when, 
the Apoſtle tells us, 1 Cor. 15. 24, 28. that 
Jeſus Chriſt ſhall deliver up the Kingdom to God, 


even the Father ; and the Son himſelf ſhall become | 
ſfubject to God, even the Father, who did put all |} 


things under him. It will then be manifeſt 
to all the Athanafian World, that God the Fa- 
her will be all in al; and that He (i. e. God 


the Father) was manifeſtly excepted, who did | 


put all things in ſubjection to the Son. Now this, 
or a like Glory, of putting all things under 
Chriſt, I believe you'l not affirm Chriſt was 


ever naturally and neceſſarily poſſeſſed of 
This 


Won- 
derful Gloſs! TI confeſs, Tam greatly ſur- 


o 8. Ce EI 


This is one of the incommunicable Glories 
of God the Father: In this Form of God,: 


Jeſus Chriſt never did, nor ever will appear; 


nor thank you in that Day, for exalting him 


higher than his Father's right hand. 


F. 9. ADMITTING thoſe words, ¶ Heb. 1. 


10. And thou Lord in the Beginning didſt lay the 
Foundations of the Earth, and the Heavens are the 
Works of thy Hands ;| are rightly apply'd to the 
Son; you ſhould not forget, it muſt be under- 
ſtood in a Senſe ſubordinate to the Father. To 
this you are directed in this very Chap. v. 2. 


where you are told, that God by him made 


the Worlds ; which 1s alſo the uſual Stile of 
many other Places. Tis ſtrange to ſe 
how little Gentlemen of your Profeſſion 
mind ſach cautionary Phraſes; and how 
ready you are, without Scruple, to give the 
Glory of God the. Father to others. You'll 
allow, no doubt, the Father, © to be natural- 
© ly and neceſſarily poſſeſſed of infinite Per- 
fectionsꝰ And you'll allow thoſe words 
Heb. 1. 10. were originally and primarily, or at 
leaſt, may be truly and properly apply d to the 
Father. He then was one great Agent in 
the Creation of the Univerſe. Will you 
have the ſame Words in as full and ample a 
denſe apply*d to the Son, another, a diſtinct, 

in- 
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18 The ApOsSTLES Creed better 
intelligent, free Agent? How then will you 

maintain your Sabellian Unity, if that be your 
Notion ? And if you ſay the Father and Son 


were coordinate Agents in the Production of 
the Univerſe, equal Almighty Minds and 


Spirits; How will you avoid Polytheiſm ? 
One ſupreme, and two ſubordinate diſtin& 
intelligent Beings in the true Chriſtian Tri- 
zity, has no difficulties, has no contradictions 
attending it; but the Sabellian Trinity is ut- 
terly irreconcileable with the Holy Scrip- 
tures ; and the Trinity of three infinite, co- 
ordinate or coequal Spirits is abſolutely re- 
pugnant to Scripture and Reaſon. If you 
pleaſe, Sir, to conſider thoſe Words, | And 


thou, Lord, in the Beginning haſt laid the Foun- | 


dations of the Earth, and the Heavens are 
the Works of thy Hands, &c.) you'll meet 
with inſuperable Difficulties. If you'll in- 
fiſt upon it, that they muſt be apply'd to 
Jeſus Chriſt in your way ; for then I may in- 
ſiſt upon it, that the Words muſt be apply d 
to him in one of theſe three Senſes. 


5 I. EITH ER as he and the Father are 
one and the ſame numerical Being and infi- 
nite Spirit; which is flat Sabellianiſm, and 
deſtroys the Scripture Perſonality of Jeſus 
Cirift. 

II. OR, 


than the ASSEMBL Y'S Catechiſm. 19 


II. OR, as he is a coinfinite, coequal, 
coeternal Spirit, and coordinate intelligent 
Agent with the Father; which is expreſs 
Polytheiſm, and deſtroys the Unity of God. 


III. O R, as he is an inferior and ſub- 
ordinate intelligent Agent, by whom God the 
Father made all things, See the following 
Texts, Joh. 1.3. 1 Cor. 8.6. Coloſ. 1. 16. 
very emphatically, Epheſ. 3.9. 


NOW, Sir, pleaſe your ſelf, chuſe and 
declare which of theſe three Senſes you are 
for, or find out another, if you can, if 
you apply the Words to Jeſus Chriſt as an 


Agent in the material Creation. One of the 


two firſt Senſes will ſuit your Scheme ; but 
the laſt ſuits the Holy Scriptures, and primi- 
tive Antiquity. 


d. 10. I HAVE conſider'd the little 
Proof you offer for your Aſſertion in the 
Paragraph beginning p. 14. via · That the 
* Scripture Revelation, aſcribing the Cha- 

 racters, Powers, and Glories of the eter- 
nal Godhead, to the Father, the Word, 
and the Holy Ghoſt, aſlures us, 1 theſe 
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© three are one God,” I muſt tell you alſo, 
that you ſurprize me, and muſt every "Ig 
der, in one thing, that tho you promiſed to 
conſider this Matter in fuller Terms, yet you 
but {lightly mention two Texts, which 1 
have now examin'd, with regard to the Son, 
and not one with regard to the Holy Ghoſt. 
You enlarge, indeed, upon the Mediatorial 
Office and Characters; but that, you know, 
is not to the Point you undertook. How- 
ever, to amuſe the Readers, you entertain 
em with a very prolix marginal Superfeta- 
tion about the Generation of the Son, to ſhew 
that the Triumphs of the Arians on that head, 
are groundleſs ; for that is one of the Fioccos in 
your Title-Page. Pray, what if the Arians 
ſhould be miſtaken in their particular No- 
tions of the Generation of the Son, will that 
ſupport the Point you were upon? In this 
Excurſion from your Point, you make a ſhew 
of Reaſoning like a Philoſopher, and hide 
your ſelf in metaphyſical Terms and No- 
tions, without producing one ſingle Text to 
ſupport your Notion. You ſay in the mar- 
ginal Note, One of the main Arguments, 
7 by which the Arians think they W 
the ſupreme Deity of Jeſus Chriſt, 

© drawn from that natural Priority and Sag 


* pendence, which we ſee in temporary Ge- 
g nerations. 


than the ASSEM BL xs Catechiſm, 21 
nerations. Sir, your Anceſtors in this 
Controverſy took care to anſwer all the Ar- 


guments of the old Arians, by burning al- 


moſt all their: Books; ſo that it is not eaſy 
for you or me to ſay, which were their main 
Arguments. But if you know any modern 
Ariaus, who lay that ſtreſs upon the Argu- 
ment you mention, tho I know none ſuch, 
yet Idare ſay they will eaſily maintain that 


Argument againſt what you have offered 


here. You can't but acknowledge, that the 
Terms Son and Begotten, with whatever o- 
ther Words thoſe Terms are at any time at- 
tended, can never convey into our Minds 2 
Notion of a firſt, ſelj-exiſtent, underived, un- 
begotten, independent Being. When the Holy 
Scriptures therefore uſe theſe Terms [Son, 
and Begotten | did they intend by thoſe Terms, 
we ſhould underſtand one, who was an un- 
begotten, underived, ſelf-exiſtent ſupreme 
God ? Did ever any of the antient Writers 
underſtand and explain thoſe Terms in that 
Manner ? Surely you muſt know, if you have 
only read Dr. Clarke's Scripture-Dofrine, Part 2. 
Sect. 12. 101. that the moſt Learned of the 
Antients, and the modern Writers, don't 
pretend to meaſure God, as you expreſs it, by 
an Imperfection of his Creature, but by his own 
perfect Word; and from that only have ga- 
| thered 
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thered and concluded, that God did not 
mean, or intend to reveal, or to make known 
to Mankind, Himſelf, the one ſupreme, firſt, 
underived, ſelf-exiſtent Being, by the Terms 
| [begotten Son] which Words, without a 
new definition or expreſs meaning annex'd to 
them, would plainly and certainly convey a 
quite contrary Senſe. We argue therefore, 
not from any groſs Notions of temporary Gene- 
' rations, as you inſinuate, but from the Words 
[Son and Begotten] uſed by the Holy Ghoſt, 


which you will never be able to perſuade 


your ſelf, or any others, can ſignify, or were 
intended to ſignify the ſupreme Being, the 
moſt High God. We have no occaſion there- 
fore to prove, tho it is eaſy enough to ſhow 


it, That an eternal neceſſary Generation 


involves a manifeſt Contradiction:“ for an 


eternal neceſſary Generation muſt neceſſarily 
produce {ome eternal Being, unleſs it be an 


eternal Generation of nothing ; and then 


we ſhall have two eternal Beings at leaſt, wiz. 


the Being eternally begetting, and the Being eter- 


zally begotten, yet neither of theſe two are before 


or after, neither are greater or leſs than the other, 
in your Creed! 


§. 11. YOU are hard upon the Reverend 


and moſt learned Dr. Clarke for explaining the 


Engliſh 


than the Ass EMBL v's Catechiſm. 23 
Engliſh word Eternity by ce, de A, 
but pray for what Reaſon? Why, becauſe 
you would have had him explain it in an un- 
limited Senſe; and becauſe he did not, you 
charge him with declaring his Faith in words 
of a double entendre. How ſo, Sir? Do our 
Tranſlators uſe the word Eternity always in 
the ſame Senſe ? or is the word du, in the 


Original always uſed in the moſt unlimited 
Senſe 2 You know it is not. If then neither 
our Tranſlators, nor the divine Writers are 


to blame for uſing thoſe words in a limited 
Senſe, why do you blame the Doctor? But 
you ſay, by eternally begotten, the Doctor meant 
no ſuch thing as eternally begotten ; that is, his 
Senſe of the words 1s not yours, and there- 
fore you infer that he equivocates, and »ſes 
deceitful Words in declaring his Faith. I am 
ſorry for this intemperate Zeal, which you 
condemn at the beginning, but too often and 
too unwarily run into in ſeveral Places of 
your Sermon. On this occaſion, you con- 


demn declaring one's Faith in words that are 


ambiguous ; yet when you declare your own 
Faith of one God, you don't ſcruple then 
your double or triple entendres ; for one God 
ſhall ſignify three Gods when your Trinity is 
to be maintain'd, and but one God when you 
aſſert the Unity: or rather one God is by 

ſome 
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24 The ApOS TL Es Creed better 
ſome of you meant in the Sabellian Senſe, and 
by others in the Tritheiſtick Senſe, and yet 
both are Orthodox, becauſe their Terms are 
the ſame, tho their Meaning be as wide as 
Eaſt and Weſt. It has been generally under- 
ſtood and taught, that God is one eternal ne- 
ceſſary Being ; and no body has ever yet, till 
now, been ſo bold to queſtion, whether the 
Father is an eternal neceſſary Being; but you, 
Sir, which I ſtand amaz'd at, ſeem ſo far to 

_ queſtion it, as to think it a Poſition without 
Proof, * To ſay the Son was begotten by the 
© mere Will and Power of the Father, ſo 
that the Father alone is the eternal neceſ- 
© ſary Being! O bone Deus, in que tempora, &c | 
What may not Orthodoxy ſay and affirm | Is 
this, Sir, one of your Fundamentals ? Is this 
the Faith once delivered to the Saints, that the 
Father alone is not the eternal neceſſary Be- 


ing? I ſuppoſe you will anſwer, yes; becauſe 


the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are, in 
your Creed, the eternal neceſſary Being: 
then the Father himſelf, and the Son himſelf, 
and the Holy Ghoſt himſelſ, are not in your 
Creed three infinite Beings, or infinite Minds 
or Spirits, but one infinite Mind or Spirit? 
Yes, juſt now, in this Sentence; but in the 
very next Sentence or two, you ſpeak of the 
Son's being equally ſelf-exiſtent with the 
| Father» 


than the Ass EMBL VV Catechiſm. 25 


Father; and that the Word, or niyGr, is God 
equal with the Father. Now Equality neceſla” 
rily implies two at feweſt ; that is, according 
to your Creed, an eternal, unbegotten, unema- 
nated, ſelf-exiſting Father ; and an eternal, ema- 
nated, begotten, ſelf-exiſting Son! I can't help 
thinking but you muſt conceive ſuch a Father 
alone to be an eternal neceſſary Being; and ſach 
a Son to be another eternal neceſſary Being: 
for it is impoſſible with thoſe Characters to 
ſuppoſe them one and the ſame Being nume- 
rically, Bur I fear ſuch a Creed is manifeſtly 
contraditory and impoſſible. Unbegorten is 
not having Being from another, and fo is 
ſef-exiſtent : Begotten is being from another, that 
is, not ſelf-exiſtent : So that to ſay the Son is 
legotten, is certainly to ſay he is not ſelf-exiſ- 
tent, but 1s from another, even from the Father, 
In ſhort, if People would heed what they 
ay, they would never dare affirm, that the 
Sypreme Being could be a Sn, or an eternal Son; 
ſince nothing implying Derivation or Depen- 


dance, can properly belong to the Supreme 
Being: nor affirm, as you do conſtructively, 


that begotten Being is ſelf-exiſtent Being. Vide 


Dr. Clarke's Script. Doctr. p. 271. firſt Edit. 
The learned Biſhop Bull obſerves, that He 


who is God of God, as the Niceue Creed ex- 


preſſes it, cannot without manifeſt contradiftion 


E be 


2 
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le ſaid to be God of himſelf, or ſelf-exiſtent ; 
and exhorts all pious Students to he cautions upon 
that head, &c. But I find you, Sir, and 
ſome others of your Friends, are very fond 
of the Notion of a ſelf-exiſting Son. How 
you can poſſibly conceive it in your Minds, 
T cannot tell; nor how you can poſſibly prove 
it by the Holy Scriptures. After all En- 
deavours to attain it, ſome find it as difficult 
to conceive, or form a Notion in their Minds 
of an eternal Son as of a ſelf- exiſting Son for 
af you mean by Eternity ſuch a Perpetuity of 
Exiſtence as properly and ouly belongs to the firſt 
ſelf-exiſtent Being, then an eternal Son, in your 
Creed, muſt mean ſuch a Son as exiſts with 
the very perpetual Exiſtence of the ſelf- 
exiſting Being; tho a Son be not, cannot be, 
nor be conceived to be a felf-exiſting Be- : 


ing. 


13. 1 WIS E, Sir, you had better 
conſider' d Dr. Clarke and jour ſelf, before you 
had taken upon you to correct him. Don't 
you often come in with your double Entendres 
in this marginal Note? for in one Line 
you are for a Son of the ſame Efſence, c. 
j. e · who 75 one and the ſame Being with the Fa- 
ther ; and in the very next Line you are for 


a Son W ho is equal. ) fſelſ-exiſtent with the Fu- 
ther: 


than the ASSEMBLY's Catechiſm, 27 
ther : that is, at one time he's the ſame God, 
at another time he's another God. A little 
after you chuſe to ſay, the Father and the 
Son, &c. are the ſame in Subſtance, Cc. 
Is not that equivocal, Sir? Do you mean the 
ſame fingular intelligent Subſtance, or two intelli 
gent Subſtances of the ſame kind ? It you ſhun a 
plain anſwer, who then uſes deceitful Words? 
Words not uſed by the Holy Ghoſt in the 


Holy Scriptures, but in the Aſſemblys ſhorter 


Catechiſm ; yet the Articleit ſelf, you ſay, can- 
not be better expreſs'd than in the Words of 
that Catechiſm ! So then the Words of the 
Aſſembly's Catechiſm are, in your Judgment, 
as expreflive of this your fundamental Article, 
as the Words of Scripture. It may be of your 
Fundamentals, but not of my Fundamentals , 
tor I ſhall always prefer the Words choſen by 
the Holy Ghoſt to expreſs Fundamentals, 


before Words choſen by any Aſſembly of 


uninſpired Men. I ftick to Chriſt and his A.- 
poſtles, you to the Aſſembly of Divines, I think 
his Doctrine cannot be better expreſs'd than 


in his and his Apoſtles Words; you think 


they cannot be better expreſs d than in the 
Words of the Aſemblis Catechiſm. I reckon 
it, Sir, one of the firſt Degrees or Steps or 
Apoſtacy from Scripture-Religion, to over- 
aalue Man's Expreſſions about Divine Mat- 


E ters, 
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28 The ApoSs T LES Creed better 
ters, and to put Man's words upon a Level 


with the Words of God. You had done 
much better, if you had advis'd your Au- 


dience to contend for the Faith as expreſſed 
by the Holy Ghoſt, than as expreſſed by the 
Aſſembly's Catechiſm ; for the Words of the 


Holy Gheſt will certainly preſerve the true 


Faith to the World's end; but the Aſſembly's 
Catechiſm is far from being an infallible Standard 


of Truth : of which no better nor greater In- } 


ſtance can be given than the falſe Account 
or Deſcription of the true God given in that 
Catechiſm; an Account contrary to all the 
Hiſtory of the New Teſtament, the Doctrine 
of Chriſt himſelf, and his Apoſtles, and to the 
unanimous Tradition and Senſe of the Catholich 
Church of the four firſt Ages; nay, I think it 


may be truly ſaid of all Ages. And J will go 


further yet, and ſay, that Account is con- 
trary to the Creeds, even the mf corrupt 
Tritheiſtick Creeds of all Sets and Parties of 
Chriſtians in all the Chriſtian World. No 
Perſon can read thoſe Creeds with any Atten- 
tion, but they muſt ſee and obſerve, that the 
Preeminence of God the Father is always expreſſy 
aſſerted and maintain'd in thoſe Creeds. And 
if I ſhould go on and affirm, that the moſt 


eminent, and the mach greater number of 


the Tritheiſtice Writers have acknowledged 
this 


11S 
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this Preeminence of God the Father, their 


own Words would bear me out. And theſe 
are ſuch Conceſſions in favour of the Truth, 


that we are not, Sir, to be banter d out of, 


by your telling us, * That it is a poor 
« way of reaſoning, and comes with a very 
© il] grace from thoſe who declaim much a- 

* gainſt all human Authorities and Interpre- 
* tations.” Not a jot, Sir, more than all 
Proteſtant Writers of the firſt Rank have 
done, nor more than you and your Friends do 
in the Controverſy about Liberty of Con- 


ſcience ; ſo that this Suggeſtion is a ground- 


leſs Flouriſh, to amuſe the young Audience. 
And ſo indeed is the whole marginal Note; 


for have you produced one Text, or one Ar- 


gument. to prove your eternal Generation? 


Can you or your Readers find one throughout 


the whole? No ; you amuſe them, and con- 


tent your ſelf with ſtarting Difficulties upon 
your Adverſaries, which you boldly aſſure 
your Audience can never be ſolv'd; you 


hope ſo at leaſt. What are thoſe Difficulties? 


Why, you tell us, that © unleſs [your Ad- 


« verſaries] could prove firſt that an eternal 
* neceſlary Generation involves a manifeſt 


Contradiction, their Triumphs are vain. 
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© and preſumptuous. That your Notion of 
an eternal neceſſary Generation does involve 
a manifeſt Contradi&ion, is very plain: you 
have taken pains to make it ſo a little further 

in the ſame Note; for you ſay, Thoſe who 
aſſert the eternal Generation of the Son, 
© mean by it ſuch an Emanation as is by ab- 
© ſolute neceſſity of Nature, and proves the 
Son to be of the ſame Eſſence, and equally 
© ſelf-exiſtent with the Father.” Now ſuch 
2 Generation or Emanation, as is ſuppoſed by 
vou in theſe words, which proves a Son is a 
begotten, or emanated, or not ſelt-exiſting 
Being, to be of the fame Eſſence, and equal- 
ly ſelf-exiſtent with the Father, who is un- 
| begotten, unemanated, c. is palpable con- 
tradiction, in all other Caſes but your pre- 
tended Myſteries ! And it is certainly im- 
poſſible for one ſelf-exiſtent Being to pro- 
duce another ſelf-exiſtent Being, if Contra- 
diction be impoſſible, or there be any plain 
Senſe in thoſe words. 


4-43; A SECO ND Difficulty you 
would put upon your Adverſaries in your 
marginal Note, p. 16. is to prove undeniably 
that, The Generation of Chriſt  mention'd 
in thoſe Texts where he is ſtiled the Son 
* of God, is to be underſtood of his 1 


* 
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pre- exiſtent Nature, without any reſpect 
* to his being the Meſſias.' 


1 SIR, we ask your anden and deſire 
to be excus'd that Proof. We have no occa- 
ſion for it; not that when the Words are 
rightly explain'd, we apprehend any great 
difficulty init z but 2. A divine preexiſting 
Nature in your ſenſe is impoſſible to be found 
in thoſe Texts where Chriſt is ſtiled zhe Son of 
God, or the Word. 3. You ſeem to think the 
Word is a higher name, and implies more 
properly the Divinity of Jeſus Chriſt, than 
when he is called the Son of God. IT don't 
wonder you ſhould ſtartle a little at the word 
Sn, when you talk of the Self-exiftence and 
Coequality of Jeſus Chriſt; but I would fain 
know how you come by higher Notions of 
Chriſt from the term A5) -, or the Word, 
than from that more frequent Appellation, 
the Son of God. You muſt know he is the 
Word of God, as much as he is the Son of God or 
the Chriſt of God. Son of God one would 
think ſhould denote his Eflence or Nature, 
whatever it be, much rather than Word of 
God; but the word Son always implying De- 
rivation, you choſe to quit that, and to be- 
take your ſelf to the term A457 , as capable 


you think of more Amuſement, This is too 
artificial 
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artificial for a Perſon of your Character. 
You have a third Difficulty you would put 
upon your Adverfaries, and that is to prove, 
That the Divinity of Chriſt is founded in his 
Sonſhip, c. This, Sir, is a favour they 
won't readily grant, becauſe it is not their 
Opinion, that the Scripture Divinity of Jeſus 
Chriſt is ſolely founded in his Sonſhip : You can't 
but know this, and therefore it is wonder'd 
that you ſhould expect it from them. And 
your own Friends will no leſs wonder at you | 
for quitting, or ſeeming to quit your old 
ſtanch Argument, from an eternal Generation 
and Sonſhip, to an eternal Eſſence or divine Na- 
ture, and putting your Adverſaries upon the 
Management of that Proof, Generation, you 
perceive, implies Derivation, and therefore 
not comporting with your Notions of Equa- 
ity and Szlj-exiſtence, you ſeem at laſt to take 
refuge in a new ſtate of the Controverſy, 
which you propoſe only without any Argu- 
ments to ſupport it at preſent, tho you pro- 
miſe the World ſomething hereaſter on that 
head. What that will amount to, time muſt 
ſhew ; but I deſire, Sir, you would ſtudy 
the Holy Scriptures with greater Care and 
Attention, to avoid the giving the World, 
and your ſelf a needleſs trouble. | 


+ on: 


", 
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LY 14. WHEN I had read and review'd 


again and again the Paragraph in your Ser- 


mon, beginning p. 14. and ending p. 19. and 


conſider'd what you propos'd, and how little 
you have perform'd, two Texts barely men- 
tion'd with one daring Gloſs for the Divinity 
of the Son, and not one Text or Word in the 
whole for the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, I was 


much ſurpriz'd. And the following Para- 
graph p. 19. was no leſs ſurprizing; for with- 


out any Premiſes you conclude, That it is 
© aneceſlary part of Faith, a Fundamental 
in our Religion, to believe that our Lord 
© Teſus Chriſt is God in the native and lite- 
© ral Senſe of that Word And you preſently 
tell us, or no body elſe could have told us, 
what you mean by the native and literal Senf, 


of the word God, that it ſignifies, © A Boing 


© of infinite Perfections, of abſolute Eternity, 
* neceſſary Exiſtence, the Creator and End 
* of all Things.“ Such a Being you ſay 


Jeſus Chriſt is, and ſuch the Fither and the 


Holy Ghoſt are in your Trinity. And preſently 
in the very next Sentence, He with the Father 
and the Holy Spirit are the One ouly living and 


true God. Did all this follow, Sir, from your 


foregoing Paragraph ? It is impoſſible you 
can think ſo, or your beſt Friends can think 
ſo, if they can think with common Atten- 

F tion, 
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tion, and common Honeſty. Yet if they 


fear your Cenſure or Diſpleaſure, they won't 
fail to ſpeak on your ſide ; for you add, That 


what you have ſaid, is the Faith we muſt live 


aud die in, if we will be Chriſtians. You ought 
to have been very cautious before you had 
been ſo peremptory. I doubt here is ſome 
of the intemperate Zeal you ſpoke of at the 
beginning of your Sermon. If all of your 
ſide were to ſtate their ſeveral Hypotheſes, 
and guard them with à like peremptory Sen- 
tence, I fear you would ſoon pronounce one 


another no Chriſtians. But God be prais'd, 


the Great Judge will be more merciful than 
his pretended Embaſſadors. 


S. 15. I COME now to examine another 


Paragraph p. 20, Oc. Which is attended with 
a long marginal Note, wherein there is an 
Appearance of much Argument and Criticiſm, 
with a few IO Pæans, Cc. for which laſt, I 
hope to ſhew you, and convince your Rea» 
ders, that you had not ſufficient grounds. 
To ſharpen your Audience againſt your Fel- 
low-Chriſtians, you tell em roundly, That 
St. Jude, in your Text, refer'd particularly 
to the Divinity of our bleſſed Saviour; 
that is, your miſtaken Notion of his Divi- 
nity. Does he ſo, Sir? Who tells you ſo? 
| not 
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not St. Jude himſelf ; not the Antients; and 
few of the Moderns, except ſome daring ig- 
norant Interpreters. You are a Man of 


Letters, and I hope a Man of Probity : 


How came you by this Notion, that St” 
Jude refer'd particularly to your Notion of 
Chriſſ's Divinity? Dr. Hamond in loc. & Eſti- 
15, ſuppoſe the Followers of Simon Magus, 
or the Gnoſticks, were aim'd at by St. Jude; 
yet that is but conjecture: and were this 
moſt certain, could it ſerve your Cauſe ? 
It is affecting to an honeſt Mind to ſee fo 
groundleſs a Poſition obtruded upon innocent 
People, with ſo much Aflurance too, as to 
ſay, © It is evident from the Antithefis be- 
© tween the Divinity of our Saviour, and the 
© Principles of thoſe Seducers. But how is 
this Matter of Fact made evident by you; 


for it is a Matter of Fact which you ſay is 


evident» Have you ſtated St. Zude's Notion 


of Chriſt's Divinity on the one hand, and the 


Notions of the Seducers he mentions, on the 
other hand, and ſo made the thing plain and 
evident? No, by no means: but you pro- 
duce a Medium as inevident as your Matter 
of Fact, and tell us, The Errors of thoſe 
* Seducers were oppoſed to thoſe Truths 
that are convey'd to our Underſtandings 
only by ſupernatural Means.“ How do 
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you know that, Sir? Don't very learged Men 
of your own, and of all ſides ſuppoſe, and 
; upon very good grounds too, that by the 
P Faith once delivered to the Saints, St. Jude means 
s | the Chriſtian Religion and Doctrine in its Rules of 
Piety and Morality ? and not ſome ſpeculative 
Notions framed many Ages fince the time of 
the Apoſtles. And tis highly probable, that 
the Perſons who are ſaid by St. Fude to 
have denied the only Lord and God, and Jeſus 
Chriſt our Lord, were ſuch who deny'd the ſu- 
preme Lord and God, and Jeſus who was 
made Lord and Chriſt; I ſay, they deny'd 
theſe by their impious and unchriſtian Lives 
and Actions: for tis againſt their Impieties 
that St. Jude declaims, and ſo does St. Peter, 
(in a parallel Place) viz. in his whole 2d, 
Chap. of his 2d. Epiſtle. And how came 
thoſe Perſons ſo to deny the Authority of the 
ſupreme, and ſubordinate Lord? why, St. Peter 
tells us by departing  # abattelons blen , 
Chap. 2. 21. And St. Jude tells us, 3 # 
Soleions visto, Ver. 3. both which mean the 
ſame thing. The moſt impartial Enquirer 
maſt acknowledge, that theſe two Apoſtles 
had not Mr. Cumming's miſtaken Notion of 
Chriſt's Divinity in their Thoughts, when 
they ſpeak of denying the Lord that bought 
them, or the Lord Jeſus Chriſt. Tho, Sir, 
"tis 
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tis not hard to ſee, your Notions of God 


and Chriſt on the Text you handle, amount 


to a denial of the very Lord Jeſus Chriſt ſet 


forth in the Holy Scriptures. And you, 


Sir, with your Friends, give us too juſt Oc- 
caſion to turn this, and other Texts againſt 
you; but that ſhall be in reſerve. 


6.16. IF is very remarkable, and I de- 


fire you, Sir, and your candid Readers to 


conſider 1t, that jn your 2oth Page you affirm, 
H. Jude refer d to the Divinity of our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour; yet forgetting this, you ſay, p. 22. 


That the Teſtimony of the Spirit concerning the 


Lordſhip or Sovereignty of Jeſus Chriſt was ſtruck 
at, and the ſupreme Authority of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, &c. now to ſupport this ſecond No- 
tion, à kuf, in the 5th ver. of St. Jude 
muſt mean Jeſus Chriſt; and becauſe you 
know that is doubtful in the Reading, you 
are pleas'd to ſupport it with another Rea- 
ding full as doubtful, 1 Cor. 10. 9. To at- 
tempt the eſtabliſhing of an ordinaty Fact or 
Notion by doubtful Readings in human Au- 
thors, would appear not very candid to Per- 
ſons of Integrity. Is this, Sir, a ſure and 
ſound way of Arguing in Divinity? Eſpe- 
cially when *tis to prove a ſecond infinite 


Being in your Tritheiſtick Creed! If ſuch Li- 
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cence, and in ſuch Points, be taken by 
God's Meſſengers, what will the wicked 
World ſay and do? The Reading and the 
Meaning muſt be as you pleaſe and perempto- 
rily affirm, and then you'll carry your Point. 

Tis wonderful, but tis fact, that ſome Mens 
prime Articles of Faith are chiefly founded up- 
on places that are obſcure or variouſly read. 
You know, Sir, Sephens's Copies read Gg., 
but I am content with 6 kV, the common- 
ly received Reading. But then you tell us, 
p. 24+ that KO, when abſolutely nfed in the 
New Teſtament, and with the Article prefixed, 
is conſtantly uſed for Chriſt. How, Sir? pray 
ſearch your New Teſtament again, and you 
will find it quite otherwiſe, in the very firſt 
place it is uſed in the New Teſtament, Mzz. 
I. 22, 24. and 2. 13. and eſpecially in 15th 
wer. where KueG- is confin'd to God, even 
the Father; and many other places, as Mat. 

21.9. and 23. 29. Luk. 1. 25, 28, 38. and 
d. 20. Xęic oy Kvexe. Heb. 10. 30, 31. Re vel. 15. 
4. & alibi ſape. Our Saviour ſtiles his Fa- 
ther and our God, Kyzuy + Seb, Mat. 4. 7510. 
and 22. 37. and 23.39. St. Paul ſtiles him 
I Tim. 6. 15. 10% - roy b ονντ; and St. Luk? 
tells us, Acls 2. 36, that God had made 
[Jeſus] Lord and Chriſt. Here then is a 


plain Caſe, in which, with the leaſt Caution, 
you 


— 
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you need not ſtumble. God the Father is 
{tiled Lord, and Jeſus Chriſt is ſtiled Lord, 
and other Perſons are ſtiled Lords; the word 
[Lord] as the word [God] is uſed of dif- 
ferent Beings in different Senſes : How ſhall 
we know then who 1s the Perſon or Being 
the word [Lord] is ſpoken of? Why for the 
moſt part the divine Writers are very plain 
in diſtinguiſhing. The Stile and Characters 
of the Father and of his Son we meet with 


in the New Teſtament, were without doubt 


the Language of the firſt Chriſtians, and ge- 
nerally received and known by all ; and they 


never faiPd to diſtinguiſh rightly the Perſons. 
to whom the Stile of Lord or God was given. 


They well knew, that tho there were Gods 
many, and Lords many, ſo called 1 Cor. 8. 5. 


yet among Chriſtians, there was but one God 
the Father, ib. ver. 6. and one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


whom God the Father made Lord and Chriſt. 
Acts 2. 36. The moſt Primitive Chriſtians, 
the Diſciples of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
knew well the difference between the Lord 
God, ſo often ſpoken of in the New Teſta- 
ment, and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, the uſual 
Name of our Bleſſed Saviour, or the Chriſt 
of che Lord, as he is ſtiled Lake 2. 26. They 
| knew well, who was the only true God, Joh. 17. 
he only wiſe God, Rom. 16. 27. and 1 Tim. 

| 1. 17. 
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1. 17. and Jude ver. 25. Who was the only Poten- 
tate, 1 Tim.6. 15. Whoonly had Immortality, 
ib ver. 16. Who only was Good, Mat. 19. 17. 
Who culy was Holy, Revel. 15. 4. They knew 
thoſe Characters were aſcrib'd, and could be 
aſcrib'd to the God and Father of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, and to him only. They were 
in no danger of a Miſtake, nor need any 
now, who read the Holy Scriptures with 
Attention. St. Jude knew well the Stile, or 
common Names and Characters of God and 
his Chriſt ; that the firſt is God and Lord, and 
powerful, and wiſe, and good, and holy, in the 
prime and moſt abſolute Senſe. St. Jude there- 
fore could diſtinguiſh between K 5 G. 
and Rug. Ines: ſpeaking of the Son of Gods 
| he calls him KwgO-, i. e. Lord, adding his 
ordinary Stile or Character [our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt] three times in this Epiſtle, ver. 4, 
17, 21. and he alſo three times jſtiles the 
God of Chriſt, K-. 1. e. Lord abſolutely, 


as if he had ſaid, as I fully believe he meant, n. 
when I uſe Kygr©-, or Lord, abſolutely, you ult 
know I mean the only wiſe God; but when ! 24, 


mean his Son, I call him by the uſual Title, 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; by or thro whom, in 
ſome Copies, St. Fude in the laſt Verſe aſcribes 
Glory and Majeſty and Power, Cc. to the 
only wiſe God. In ſhort, if Prejudice had 
L not 
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not greatly biaſs d Mens Minds, this would 
plainly appear upon careful Examination; 
and they would not be at ſo much pains to 
confound the Names and Characters of God, 
and the Chriſt of God; but in the moſt awfuy 
Senſe of the divine ſupreme Majeſty of God, 
preſerve always in their Minds and Ex- 
preſſions, a full and abſolute Diſtinction be- 
tween the one ſupreme God, and the Higheſt de- 


rived Being. How much ſome have, and do 
break in upon the firſt and great Command 


ment, let them conſider, and I wiſh they would 


ſeriouſly conſider, if by their Doctrine and 


their Schemes they have not us'd their ut- 
moſt Skill and Zeal to make it void and of 
none effect, by aſſerting three infinite Minds, 
coequal and coeternal, inſtead of the true 
Criſtian Trinity. 


9.17. IT is affecting to obſerve a Pro- 
teſtant Divine, who, as ſuch, muſt have 
many good Principles, taking pains, and 
uling all his Art, as you do from p. 20, to 
24. in a long marginal Note, to draw. St. 
Jude into your Party, againſt the current Stile 
of the New Teſtament, and the general 
Senſe of Interpreters both Proteſtant and 
Popiſh. You and Mr. Tong are for applying 
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the whole Clauſe [+ wbyoy Seamimuy be A Adele 
ny Inos vy Reiss to Jeſus Chriſt alone. Are 
you not afraid of offending the God and Fa- 
ther of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by your thus 


excluding him not only out of the Text, but 
out of your Trinity? for if Jeſus Chriſt be 


the only Lord God, as you tranſlate it, or the 


only fovereign God and Lord, as Mr. Tong 
_ tranſlates it, there's none beſides him, there's 


no room left for God the Father by this 
Scheme. *Tis really aſtoniſhing that ſober 
thoughtful Men, and Chriſtian Divines, can 
bring their Minds to ſuch a State as not 


to tremble and be ſhock'd at ſuch Ex- 


preſſions. And when they have ſeriouſly | 
and zealouſly aſſerted the Son Jeſus Chriſt | 
to be the only Lord God, or only Sovereign 
God, the ſame Perſons in the ſame Breath, are 
not aſham'd to aſſert, that Jeſus Chriſt alone is 
not the only Lord God, but that Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt are all together the only Lord God. Be 
the Contradiction never ſo glaring, it muſt be | 
maintain'd by this Orthodox Scheme, For 
bas it they may Orthodoxly, it ſeems, affirm, | 

Tat Jeſus Chriſt is, and is not the only Lord | 
God But I am certain, that if the Particle | 


forty} be ſtridily and properly taken, Mr. Tung 
and Mr. Cumming have both ſtrained hard to 


make &. Jude deny the ou Lord God, the God 
aud 


aud Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and to 
overturn zhe very firſt Article of the Apoſtles, and 
alithe antient Creeds 3 and to alter the Stile of 
the New Teſtament, and laſtly to contradi& 
the general Senſe and Opinion of the an- 
tient Chriſtian Writers, and of all the learned 
Trinitarians amongſt the Moderns; who 
have not hitherto maintain'd in a ſtri& and 
abſolute and excluſive Senſe, that Jeſus Chriſt 
is the only Lord God; but on the contrary af- 
firm, that he is of the Father, begotten, the Son 
of God, God of God, not ſelf-exiſtent, not the 
Firſt, not the Fountain, not unoriginated, &c. 
In ſhort, all his Names or Characters imply 
Derivation and Dependence; and therefore 
wirO- d en. 1S by no means, as Dr. Clarke 
truly obſerves, to be apply'd to Chriſt, nor 
indeed was intended of him by St. Jude; 
for, : | 

1. St. Yule uſes the common Apoſtolick 
Stile every where found in the New Teſtament, 
in the firſt Perſe; there naming God, he pre- 
ſently adds the Father, as St. Paul often does; 
and in the laſt Verſe uſes the ſame Doxology 
to God the Father as St. Paul uſes, Rom. 16. 
27. and 1 Tim. 1. 17. ſo that by St. Jude; 
Stile, zhe Father is the only wiſe Gold. 

2. St. Fude's wiv Score can be no other 
Being or Perſon than St. Paul s wives Juracne, 
1 Tim. 6. 15. 


Ga - 3. Chriſt 
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3. Chriſt himſelf has expreſly told us, Joh. 


17. 3. Who is the wiv 55; a Paſſage ſo 
plain and fo ſtrong, that all the Arts and 
Shifts of the Athanaſiaus have not been able 
to ſtand before it, nor ever ſhall; nor can 


they perſuade any attentive Reader, or even 


themſelves, to believe that St, Fude would 


contradict our Bleſſed Saviour. 
4. The qacrôrns may be apply'd to our 


Maſter Chriſt elſewhere, as it is alſo ap- 
ply'd to other Maſters in the New Teſtament, 
yet when conjoin'd with g Ges, as in Jude, 


ver. 4. it can be underſtood only of the Su- 


Ir 


preme Lord, God the Father ; as, wives & ſabbs, 
ub copòs, pores vv, waves d ò⸗s Oeòs, waves 
SN c Deruetcicvy, wovos 6915 Are apply'd 1 in other 
Places in the New Teſtament. 


5. Whenever there is ſome room for doubt- 
ing to whom an Epithet or Character is to be 
apply'd in one place, and that very Character 


or Epithet is expreſſy apply d in ſeveral other | 
places to one Being or Divine Perſon, viz. | 


the Father, with an excluſive Term, ſhall not 


that excluſive Term be interpreted exclu- 


again ; compare the parallel Places, weigh 
Well 


fively 2 Will any dare include others, who 
are expreſly excluded ? I know you ſay, that 


ive coc; Oc does not exclude, but is ap- 


ply d to Chrift, Jude ult. Conſider, Sir, 


* 


chan the As SEMB EY Celeb 45 


well the Uniformity of the Scripture Stile 


and Expreſſions about God the Father, and 
Teſus Chriſt his Son; and laſtly conſider what 
you are affirming, and to whom you are 


' accountable, if you deny the Father to be 


the only true God, or the only wiſe God. 


$. 18. BUT you think fit to argue this 


Point againſt Dr. Clarke. Now, tho I am 
ſatisfy'd, as I believe Dr. Clarke is, that the 
excluſive Epithet h, will ſtand againſt all 
your Attempts; and appropriate teme, 
ver.q. to God the Father, Od rare, Jude ver. 1 


yet I will not ſlight, but conſider the Argu- 


ments you offer. Your firſt Argument is from 
the placing the Greek Article iy, before the 


reſt of the Clauſe, al the Epithets, you ſay, 


are good by that Article, and relate to Je 
Chriſt. 


1. Anſu. This Obſervation of the Article 
[ ap | is very uncertain ; none of the Gram- 
mars give us any Rule or Examples to that 
purpoſe : and tho this may happen to be true 
in ſome Caſes, it is not ſo in many others, as 
in the famous Paſſage Joh. 17. 3. and 1 Tim. 
6. 13. *Tis evident, if you obſerve more 


* Vid. a ere Inſtance, 1 Iim. 1. v. 2. com- 
bar 'd with the 3d ver. 
cdre- 
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— 


carefully, that in ſpeaking of the ſame Per- 


ſons or things, the Uſe and Neglect of the 
Article is ſo indifferently found in ſacred and 


profane Authors, that no wiſe Man can lay 


any great ſtreſs upon it. 


2. Nor can this Obſervation poſſibly hold 
true where there is one Article but two diſ- 


tinct Subjects, with their proper diſtin&ive 


Predicates or Epithets, which is the Caſe in 
this very ꝗth ver. of Jude; the only Lord 
God is one ſubject, and our Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
is the other Subject: And who that only Lord 


God is, St. Jude plainly tells us in the firſt 


Verſe; where wilful blindneſs cannot deny 
the two Subjects to be evidently diſtinguiſh'd, 


and the word [God] is moſt plainly ex- 


pounded by the word Father, which is often 
done in other Places of the New Teſtament, 
3. I cannot but with Grief and Aſtoniſh- 
ment obſerve, how ready and reſolute you 
are to rob the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt of that Supremacy, which Chriſt himſelf 
and his Apoſtles in ſo many Places aſcribe to him. 
I ſay, both Chriſt and his Apoſtles very often, 
and with the greateſt poſſible plainneſs, 
affirm God to be the Father, the Father to be 
God, the one God, the only wiſe God, the only 


good God, the only all-knowing or omniſcient God; 
that one would think it impoſſible for Men, 


eſpecially 


than the ASSEM BL v' Catechiſm. 47 


know who alone is the one God, for we are 
plainly told by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, who #5, 
and who 7s not the one God; and yet Men dare 
maintain, that the Father alone is not the one God, 
and that others with him are ſo; breaking with 
Violence thro the plaineſt and ſtrongeſt 


Words of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, who ex- 


preſly, and in ſundry Paſſages tell us, who is, 


and who is not the one God, Oc. as is in 


part ſhewn, and will be more fully hereafter. 


F. 19. IN the next place you are pleas'd 


to argue the Point thus, © If Chriſt be God 
dat all in a true and proper Senſe, he muſt be 


the only God, otherwiſe there are more 


Gods than one. Mr. Cumming can't but 


know the word God is in the Holy Scriptures 
differently uſed of the Supreme Being, and 
of inferior Beings : The Inſtances being 


many, need not be mention'd: How then 


can he infer from his Premiſes, that if Chriſt 
be God at all, in a true and proper Senſe, 
he muſt be the only God? Chriſt himſelf in 
his Prayer to the Father, Joh. 17. 3. calls him 
the only true God ; and I believe him altoge- 
ther, Chriſt's Creed and my Creed in this 


point, are the ſame. But Mr. Cumming 


means, that Chriſt muſt be the only true Su- 
| preme 
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telf, Mat. 4 36, Mark 13. 32 Job: 17. 3. & 


preme God. What, excluding the Father and 


the Holy Ghoſt? No, in Mr. Cummings 


Scheme, only is no excluſive Particle, it ſtrongly 


includes Chriſt, and excludes not the Father and 
the Holy Spirit. But if Chriſt be not the Su- 


preme God, Mr. Cumming infers alſo, there are 
more Go ds than one. So St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. 
8. 6. There are Gods mam, and Lords many ; 
but St. Paul adds, to us (i. e. you Corinthians 


and me) there is one God the Father ; to which 


you and other Athanafians join God the Son, 
and God the Holy Ghoſt, coequal aud cocternal 


 evith the Father. So that according to Mr. 


Cumming tis and tis not abſurd to ſay, there 


are more Gods than one ; for his Creed runs 
both ways, there is but one, and yet there 
are three, who are each of them God i in the 


higheſt Senſe, 


F. 20. * Cummings ſecond Argument, 
Margin, p. 20. is, When the Father is 
© ſtiled the one or only God, the Word and 


© Spirit are not thereby excluded from being 


God); but the ſoppoſition is to falſe Gods, 
c.“ No body ſays the Word and Spirit 
are excluded from being each of them God, 
but certainly they are excluded from being 
the Supreme God the Father, by the Son him- 


alibi, 


than the ASSEMBLY's Catechiſm. 49 


alibi, where Chriſt expreſly excludes him- 


ſelf; and therefore it is plain Mr. Cumming 
_ miſtakes in thinking, when the Father is 
ſtiled the one or only God, the oppoſition is to 
falſe Gods. Befides this Argument, Mr. 
Cumming juſt offers two other Objections, 
which are really but one, viz. * That the 


word wives is not abſolutely excluſive of 


other Things or Perſons; and that Jeſus 
* Chriſt himſelf in the laſt Verſe of St. Jude, 

© is ſtiled the only wiſe God our Saviour. 
Sir, I peremptorily deny that Inſtance, and 
am amaz'd to ſee you produce it. As long as 
the Catholick Stile of the Apoſtolick Age 
[God the Father] ſtands in the Front or firſt 
Verſe of St. Jude, and is ſo frequently us'd 
in St. Paul's Epiſtles, I muſt deny the laſt 
Verſe of St. Jude to be meant of Jeſus Chrift. 
The word core added to ure copy Ota, I 
ſuppoſe led you into the Miſtake. But pray, 
Sir, confider, the God and Father of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt is the only Saviour in the 
higheſt and moſt abſolute Senſe of the Word, 
as well as the only wiſe God, and the only holy 
and good God. You will find, if you examine, 
the Title of Saviour belongs to God the Father, 
in the prime and ſuperlative Senſe of the 

Word ; but to Jeſus Chriſt in a ſubordinate 
inferior Senſe, For Inſtance: 
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God the Father has 


Razsd Jeſus Chriſt to be a 
Sa viour, Luke 1. 69, Acts 13. 


23. 
For this Mary and Zecha- 
riah praiſe God the Father, 
Luke Is 475 68. 

God the Father begat Je- 


ſus Chriſt to be a Saviour, 


Luke 2. 11. 

God the Father exalted 
Jeſus Chriſt to be a Prince 
and Saviour, Acts 5. 31. 

God the Father ſo ſtiled 
I Tir. 1. 2. is ſtiled God our 
Saviour, and diſtinguiſhed 


thereby from Jeſus Chriſt our 
Hope, 1 Tim. 1. 1. and ch. 
2. 3. ch. 4. 10. And to pre- 


vent all Doubts or Queſtions 
who is that Saviour whom 
St. Paul in his Epiſtles to 
Timothy and Titus ſtiles God, 
there is in the 4th and 6th 
Verſes of the 3d Chapter 
to Titus, as plain, as evident 


and convincing a Diſtinction 


of God our Saviour from 
Jeſus Chriſt our Saviour as 
words can make it, And 
"ils alſo well, and always to 
be obſerved, that the Love 
and Mercy of that God our 


Saviour are there expreſſy 
mention'd as the Cauſes of 


Regeneration and Renoya- 
tion, and Chriſt our Saviour 
only the Inſtrument, 
Again, 1 Fob. 4. 14. God 
the Father's Character is, 
that He hath ſent his Son 
the Saviour of the World, 
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Jeſus Chriſt was 
Rais d by God the Father 


to be a Saviour, Luke 1.69. 
& Ads 13. 23. Jeſus Chriſt 


has not, and indeed cannot 
have the Power and Glory 
of this aſcribed to him. 
Jeſus Chriſt was begotten 
and born to be a Saviour by 
the Will of God the Father, 
oO % % 7: MT 
Jeſus Chriſt was exalted 


by God the Father to be a 


Saviour, Acts 5. 31. 


Jieſus Chriſt our Hope, 


I Tim. I. I: | 
Jefus Chriſt is our Sa vi- 
our in a ſecond and inferior 
Senſe, Tit. 3. 6. but God 
the Father our Saviour in the 
prime and higheſt Sence of 
chat word, Tit. 3. 4. A Paſ- 
ſage that fully eſtabliſhes the 
diſtinction between God our 
Saviour, and Chriſt our Sa- 
viour ; and is a Clue and 
ſure Guide to interpret right- 


ly the word Saviour when 


apply'd to Jeſus Chriſt ; for 
*tis plain that Jeſus Chriſt, 
Tit. 3. 4, 5, 6. is God's In- 
ſtrument in the Work of Sal- 
vation. The Words are, 
Serie nuwy Oed — dow 
- Inos Xerrs—Ne who 
can't ſee a Preſervative a- 
gainſt modern Errors in 


theſe words, muſt be much 


blinded with ſtrongPrejudices. 
Jeſus Chriſt in 1 Jo, 4. 14. 
is ſent by the Father to be 


the Saviour of the World. 


Here 


than the As SEM BLx's Catechiſm. 51. 

Here, Sir, you may obſerve, and I beg 
you would well obſerve, the plain Diſtinc- 
tion the Scriptures offer between God our. 
Saviour, and Chriſt our Saviour. God the Fu- 
ther is a Saviour who begets, raiſes, exalts, and 
ſends Jeſuss Chriſt to be a Saviour; and Jeſus 
is begotten, rais'd, exalted, and ſent to be a San 
viour. But of this more hereafter, In the 
mean time you'll pleaſe to obſerve alſo, that 
by St. Paul's uſe of the Words, the only wiſe 
God, Rom. 16. 27. and by the uſe of the 

word Saviour in the places before mention'd, 
every attentive and unprejudic d Reader will 
preſently own St. Jude meant in his laſt Ver. 
to conclude his Epiſtle with a Doxology to 
God the Father only. 7 

And this is fully confirm q M thoſe many 
antient Copies of this laſt of St. Jude; 
which are no leſs than twelve in Dr. Mills 
Account; amongſt which is our Alexandria 
Copy, and alſo three very antient Verfions, 
wherein the Verſe is thus read, To the only 
wiſe God our Saviour, by or thro FJeſus Chriſt our 
Lord, be Glory and Majeſty, Dominion and Power, 
Cc. which Doxology is conformable to others 
in the Holy Scriptures — 5 ts ad Seu. 
OO. d Ines Xere— I Pet. 4. II. & F. 11. 


9. 21. NOW having fully recover'd the 
laſt Verſe of St. Jude from your Application 
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of it to Jeſus Chriſt, I think it not moch to 


your Purpoſe, if you could ſhew, that 
AtomirTis was ſometimes apply'd to Jeſus 
Chriſt ; for admitting that it ſhould be ſo, 
where ar- and og; are not join'd with it, 
yet thoſe two words ſtrongly and certainly 
appropriate Aeomrys to the God of our 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt in the 4th Verſe of Jude. 


You, Sir,- have refer'd us to two Texts, 
which give you a handle to flouriſh with 
ſeeming Proofs, that Azomrys is apply'd to 
Jeſus Chriſt, 2 Tim. 2. 21. & 2 Pet. 2. 1. As 


tv the firſt of theſe Texts, every Reader may 


ſee, that God, i. e. the Father, (as St. Paul 
often explains the word God, and in this 


Epiſtle too, 2 Tim. 1. 2.) is mention'd in the 


15th and 19th Verſes, without the leaſt re- 
ference to Jeſus Chciſt; and *tis a certain Rule 


in the New Teſtament, that when God is 


mention'd abſolutely, the ſupreme Being, i. e. 
the God and Futher of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is 
underſtood. 2. Tho Chriſt is named obiter, 
and by the by, in the Context, ver. 19. yet 
no relative Term or Word of Connection con- 
joins or refers ces at the 21ſt ver. to 


| Chriſt at the 19th verſe. 3. The word 
| HeomTH 3 always us'd for God by the 


* Azrgar7hs is us d by the LXX for Adon, or Adonai, 
Elohim, or Jehovah, when apply'd to God; and asc 
4 and Atom u, the conjugal Terms are apply'd in 
lice manner, Theſe Places are eaſily examin'd in Trom- 
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LXX. in the Old Teſtament, where it is 


not apply d to Men or Angels, and tis alto- 


gether likely that St. Paul us d it in the re- 
ceiv'd Senſe of it. 4. The Connection and 
Order of the Words plainly have regard to 
God; and ſo has the Allegory of an Houſe, 


ver. 20. for if the Church of God be ſtild 


3,,6- or bia, tis TO v, 1 Pet. 2.5. 
and 3% , ©47, I Per. 4. 17. God himſelf be- 


ing Omod sc ον“e, and Chriſt is 4, of 35 697 I 51x07, 
H:b.3, 6. 5. The word fuini& at the roth 
yer. is evidently and beyond all reaſonable 


diſpute the firſt Term of the Allegory in 


the lubſequent 1 verſes : Now that is expreſly 
ſtil'd 0ui@- 7 Oed, and confequently, the 
;xia in the 2oth ver. is 3:xzia 5% ©38, and the 
gntun, or Veſlels of this Houſe, are a contj- 


nuance of the ſame Metaphor, and all have a 


clear and evident Relation to God, men- 
tion'd at the 19th ver. This is in itſelf, 1 


think, ſo plain, at leaſt *ris ſo manifeſt to my 
Underſtanding, that I cannot but hope you 


will alſo perceive it apo a lan 


$. 22. YOU inſiſt den 180 ache 
is apply'd to Jefus Chriſt in 2 Pet. 2. 1. for 


this Reaſon principally, becauſe the Lord 


there mentioned is ſtiled, The Lord that bought 
them, Serm. p. 22, Marg. This indeed is ſpe- 
c10us, and may poſſibly be true ; tho nothing 
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in the Context, that I can yet . obſerve, de- 


termines one to refer thoſe words to Jeſus 


Chriſt; nor does the word &'yoezigavre it (elf, 


That the Lord bought us, is true, when 


ſpoken of God the * Father, or of his Son 
Jeſus Chriſt: We are 4% es Ty no doubt, 
but the Queſtion is, who is the d , or 
the 5 £yoe#Cov, meant by St. Peter. That God 
bath bought us in the Scripture Senſe, is evi- 
dent from 1 Cor. 6. 20. where St. Paul infers 
from that Confederation, That we are God's, aud 


ſhould glorify God in Body and Spirit which are his. 


That Chriſt has bought or redeemed us, is 
evident alſo from Revel. 5. 9. but then *tis as 
evident and expreſs that he has bought of 


redeemed us to God; fo that in this Chriſt 


acted ſubordinately and inſtrumentally : For 
God ſo loved the World, that He gave his 
only-begotten Son, &c. He made him Lord and 
Chriſt ; He hath made him Redeemer and Savi- 
our, Luke 1. 68, 69, for which Zacharias prai- 
ſes God; who indeed in our Being, Preſervas 
tion, and Salvation has, and conſequently in 
our Worſhip ought to have the Preeminence. 
But you ſeem often to loſe ſi ght of the primary 
and principal Cauſe, and to make Jeſus, whom 


the Scriptures ſtile, his Chriſt, his Apoſtle, his 


faithful Martyr, the prime Cauſe of Salvation, 
and the ultimate Object of Divine Adoratioi., 


Tis plain from Luce 1.68, 69. that Chriſt 


dee Leut. 32. 6. P/. 74. 2. & 78. 54. in the LXX. 
15 


than the Ass EMBL Y'S Catechiſm. 5 5 
is Abſecdſus wombets, and clue motels, and 
which is the very ſame thing in another 
Term, he is 4e Seines, OF Savgravels + 
then the Father is in a primary Senſe, 
Auen, ow[ng & ve, 6 Sol, © Eyeifal Y 6 


un ypirdy H owlnggy & c. vid. Luke 7. 35. 


Galat. 4. 5. Theſe Things are obvious to an 
honeſt Enquirer So that if it be admitted, 
that the Clauſe [the Lord that bought them 
is to be underſteod of Jeſus Chriſt in the 
24 Pet. 2. 1. no advantage will be gain'd by 
the Adverſaries of the ſupreme Deity of God the 
Father ; but if it be not admitted, you, Sir, 
will find it a hard Task to prove that St. 
Peter meant Jeſus Chriſt by thoſe words, the 
Lord that bought them. On the other hand, 
is highly probable, that the words were 
intended by St. Peter of God the Father. For, 
I. Agorò rug is a familiar Term us'd in religi- 
ous Invocations or Addreſſes to God, Luke 2. 
29. and As 4.24. probably much us'd by 
the Jewiſh Helleniſts, and the native Greeks in 
their Prayers to God. Old Simeon indeed 
ſpoke in Syriac, but St. Luke tranſlates his 


Words into Greek, applying Ascari to God; 


as he does again, As 4. 24. plainly ſhewing 
thereby the Appropriation of the Word 
which alſo had been us'd in like manner by 
the LXX. near 300 Years before in many 
Places of the Old Teſtament; in which time 
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Which together make up this clear and eaſy 


the Perſon of the Futher only. The Doctor 


56 The Ar os rTIEs Cree better 

that uſe of it became familiar amongſt the 
Hellenizing Jews, and the Judaixing Greeks. * 
2. Beſides the Application of the Clauſe | 
to. God the Father, (who is mention*d by that 
eminent and general Stile, 1 Per. 1. 9. before 
the Paſſage) ſeems highly reaſonable from 
the Apoſtle's Words prefently ſubjoin'd in 
the 4th and 5th Verſes of the 2d Chapter, 


Connection, viz. There were many falſe Prophets 
amongſt the People of Iſrael, as amongſt us there 
will be falſe Teachers, who will introduce pernicious 
Herefies, denying even the Lord that bought them; 
and many will follow them, whoſe Deſtruction 
lingers not ; for if God (whom they have de- 
ny d, ſpar'd not the Angels, nor the old Warld, | 
nor Sodom and Gomorrah, he will not ſpare | 
theſe falſe Teachers and their Followers, &c. | 
Upon the whole, I think you might have | 
ſpar'd your hard Words againſt Dr. Clarke, | 
and left the Reader to charge the Confidence 
where he finds it. 1 | 


$. 23. YOU have yet a brisker Charge | 
upon Dr. Clarke, Marg. p. 23, & 24. for af- | 
firming in his Scripture-Dofrine, p. 431, 432. 
that may TKE9Jop | is in Scripture appropriated to 


added, that it was appropriated alſo in the | 


three Creeds commonly call d 18 Apoſtles, 
the 


— 


— 


vid. Gomar, | 


than the ASSEMBLY's Catechiſm. 57 


the Nicene, and the Athanafian. This you 
omit, as conſcious of its being undeniable. 


I wiſh you and your Admirers would conſi- 


der this well, that in thoſe three famous 


Creeds, the firſt of which is almoſt coeval 
with the Apoſtles, in the Article concerning 
God the Father, the word wavroxeg'roe is ap. 
propriated to the Father only, by the Com- 
pilers of thoſe Creeds ; which demonſtrates, 
that Term has ſtood its ground not only in 
the beſt, but in the corrupted Ages of the 


. Chriſtian Church. In ſhort, it has been the 


general Faith of all Times and Places, that 
is, the true Catholick Faith, down till this 
preſent Time. But you, Sir, at laſt, are 
pleas'd to attack it, and tell your Audience, 
that the Word 1s apply'd to the Son. By the 
way, you Gentlemen of the Athanaſian or 
Tritheiſtick Faith, ſeldom remember the Holy 
Ghoſt, You, Sir, take no Notice of him in 
this Character. The Silence of the Holy 
Scriptures has commanded your Silence ; and 
had you well examin'd the other part of Dr. 
Clarke's Aſſertion, UIZ» E that ae 2 
in Scripture appropriated to God the Father) you 
would have been ſilent in that too, and not 
inſulted the Do&or, and diſcovered your 
over-haſty and unwarra ntable Zeal. The 
Paſlages are few where that word is uſed, 
and eaſily compar d, and will ſoon decide this 
Il ” Point, 
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Point. The word is ten times us'd in the 
New Teſtament, wiz. 2 Cor. 6. 18. by St. 
Paul, and nine times by St. John in his Re- 
velation. Let any Man conſider well the 
whole 4th Chapter, and it will be found 
moſt certain, that he who is deſcrib'd ſitting 
on a Throne, ver. 3. ſurrounded with twenty 
four Thrones and twenty four Elders, and 
four living Creatures, is, at the 8th werſe, 
prais'd or worſhipp'd by thoſe living Crea- 
tures in theſe words, Holy, Holy, Holy Lord 
God Almighty, who was, who is, and who is 
20 come. And when thoſe living Crea- 
tures, ver. 9. give Glory, and Honour, and 
Thankſgiving to % that fits on the Throne, | 
the twenty four Elders alſo fall down before 
Him who fits on the Throne, and worſhip him. 
Now He that fits on the Throne, in St. Johns 
ſtile, is God the Father, diſt inguiſf'd evident- 
ly from the Son who fits fat his right hand, 
and, ch. 5. takesa Book from-the right hand 
of Him that ſat upon the Throne, ver. 7. Again, 
ch. 11, 15, 16, 17, 18. when the ſeventh An- 
gel ſounded, there were great Voices, ſay- | 
ing The Kingdoms of this World are be- 
come the Kingdoms of our Lord (i.e. of God) | 
and of his Chriſt — upon which the twenty | 
four Eldersfall upon their Faces, and worſhip 
Ged; ſaying, We give thee Thanks, O 
Lord God Almighty, who art, and was, and 

| art 
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art to come. Again, ch. 15. 2, 3. They who 


had got the Victory over the Beaſt, &c. are 
repreſented with Harps, ſinging the Song of 
Moſes the Servant of God, and the Song of 


the Lamb. Now it ſeems, the Words or the 


Senſe of Maſes's and the Lamb's Song were, 
Great and wonderful are thy Works, O Lord God 
Almighty, Ec. Again, ch. 19. 6. Almighty 
God is worſhipp'd in the ſame Character of 
au Jo, and much after the ſame manner 
as in ch. 4. and alſo expreſly diſtinguiſh'd by 
that Character from the Sn, at the 15th ver. 
of the 19th. ch. Now tis moſt certain, that 
in theſe Places God the Father alone is de- 
ſcrib'd fitting on a Throne, and he alone is 


ſtil'd Lord God Almighty, mavroxoyroe ; and ex- 


preſly diſtinguiſh'd from the Lamb; as he is 
again, ch. 21. 22, 
Now, who is he who ſits on ihe Throne, and 


at whoſe right hand the Lamb or Chriſt ſits, 
but God the Father Almighty? who in KRevel. 


I, 4,8. and 4. 8. and 11. 17, is ſtiled, Who 
was, and is, and is to come; by which laſt 


Title alſo, God the Father, in the 4th ver. is 


plainly diſtinguiſh'd from Jeſus Chriſt in the 
5th and 6th ver. of the 1ſt ch. who is there 
ſaid to have made us Kings and Prieſts to God 
even his Father. Upon the whole, it is as clear 
as words can make it, that Ee who fits on 
the Throne, and is worſhipp'd by the twenty four 
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Elders; and is only ſtiled whowas, and is, and i 
to come, He only has the word mwroggrae Aſcribd 
to him, in the Paſlages I have conſider'd. 
You, Sir, will have the words in ch. 1,8. to 
be ſpoken of the Son; but you are told ex- | 
preſly the contrary: for tis ſaid expreſly, | 
that he who ſays of himſelf, I am Alpha and | 
Omega, is the Lord, who is, and was, and is to 
come, the Almighty, And who that Perſon is, 

. you may ſee plainly at the 4th ver. compar d 

. with the 5th and 6th. and 4. 8. and 11. 17. 

3 and 16.5. in which places *tis evident that | 

God the Father is the Perſon alone ſpoken of, | 

and expreſly diſtinguiſſid from Jeſus Chriſt, 
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F. 24. HAVING caſt your Eyes upon 
Revel. 1.7,8. you haſtily ſuppoſe, that the 
words of the 8th ver. belong to the Son. 
Pray, Sir, look back to the 4th and 5th ver. 
aud ſee the 5 myroxerog diltinguiſh'd from 
the Son. Look back to the 1ſt ver. and you | 
will ſee, that the Revelation was given to 
the Son, and deliver'd to John by an Angel, 
who perſonates ſometimes God who gave, | 
and ſometimes Chriſt who receiv'd the Re- 
velation. Look forward to ch. 21. ver. 5, 6. 
and you will find that the Stile, I am Alpha | 


— 
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* Revel, J. 4. and 8. 4, 8. and 11. 17. and 16. Go | 
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and Omega, is clearly apply d to him who 


ſat on the Throne, that is God; to whom 


St. John very often gives that Character 


Now if it muſt be granted, that the Cha- 


racer of +5 u- o c des never be- 
longs to Chriſt, in St. John's Stile, but al- 
ways is the Title, and appropriate Cha- 


rater of God the Father, then it is clear that 
God ſpeaks of himſelf, Revel. 2 1. 5, 6. ſaying, 
I am the Alpha and the Omega, the Beginning 


and the End; which are the ſame Words as in 
ch. x. 8. where we are expreſly told, who 
ſpoke thoſe words, by one who has there 
two other appropriate diſt inctive Charac- 
ters or Titles, wiz. 5 dh, x , Cc. and 
5 au, oß · And that it is God ſpeaks of 
himſelf in tne ſaid 8th ver. is fully confirm'd 
by ſeveral antient Copies (of which the A 


lexandrian is one) that read, I am the Alpha 


and the Omega, the Beginning and the End, ſaith 
the Lord God, &c. which Reading is follow'd 
by three moſt antient Verſions, the Y/ulgar, 
Syriac, and the Arabic. And here I cannot 
bur with Grief and Indignation reflect upon 


the Conduct of many Divines, who boldly 


1 
Lo 


— 
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+ This Title is alſo found in the Old Teſtament, where 


| God is often deſcrib d by that Phraſe, ſitting upon a Throne, 


and ſitting upon Cherubims. vid. 3 Kings 22. 19, and 
4 Kings 19 15. 1 Chron. 13.6. and 2 Chron, 18. 18» 
Pal. 47. 8. eſpecially Iſa. 6. 1, Cc. HE 
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give out in the Name of God, as from his 
Word, certain Doctrines as Fundamentals, 


grounded only upon a few obſcure Paſſages, 
or doubtful Readings in the Original. I had 
ſome ſuſpicion, before I look d into Dr. Mil, 


that our preſent Reading in the 11th ver. of 


the iſt ch. might be doubtful ; becauſe the 
Epithets Alpha and Omega are ſo plainly con- 

join'd in the 8th ver. with two other ap- 
propriated Characters of God the Father, 
6 ay, 2 5 ny, &c. aud. ; ae; and als 
with another inſeparable Character of God 
the Father in ch. 19.5, 6. viz. 6 h e- S 


N beg And J find that ſix or ſeven Ma- 


nuſcripts, (the Alexandrian being one of 
them) and three moſt antient Verſions, o- 
mit the Epithets, Alpha and Omega, in the 
Tith ver. of the 1ſt ch. and the Alexandrian 


reads TronTUHC: inſtead of mos TC in the 
| fame ver. and ch. 2. 8. How little ground 
then had you, Sir, to affirm, Marg. p. 24. 


that the Epithets, Alpha and Omega are, for 


the moſt part, if not always, given to the Son? 


whereas you'll perceive upon a careful Re- 
view, they are but four times us'd by St. 
John ; of which, three Places certainly be- 
long to God the Huber, and one only and 
doubtfully to the Son, being omitted in 
many Copies, and three moſt antient Verſi- 
ons. But what if thoſe Words were = 
ply'd 
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ply'd to the Son? they are not in themſelves 


2 common and receiv'd Scripture Deſcription 


of a ſupreme Being. But if St. Fohn, who 


alone uſes thoſe Words, intended to apply 


them to God the Father, as it is plain he does 
in three of the four Places where he men- 


tions them with other appropriated Cha- 


raters of God, then I think there is very 
great Reaſon to ſuppoſe he underſtood and 
us'd this as another appropriated Character, 


and that the common reading in the 11th ver. 


is highly queſtionable. To uſe your own 
Words, Marg. p. 24. The Reader, I hope, will 
pardon my inſiſting upon theſe particulars ; tho 
they who can, and do examine what they 
read, will not eaſily forgive your many Miſ- 
takes, becauſe you are ſo poſitive in them, 
and ſo forward to refle& upon a Perſon of the 
greateſt Ability and Sincerity. But I conſider, 


that you are a new Man in this Controverſy ; 


you have juſt look'd upon the Texts, with- 


out comparing and examining them, and ha- 
ving your Head full of modern Schemes and 
Stems, you judg'd it ſufficient to refer your 


Audience to a few Paſſages, commonly miſ- 


underſtood, and greatly miſapply'd ; which 
I hope you will with an honeſt Heart, and 
ſerious Attention, duly conſider, and deli- 
rer your Mind from the Prejudices of the 
Times; always remembring, that the God 
and 
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and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is the 


Great Judge of this Controverſy, and ob- 
ſerves how He is treated by . modern 
Schemes and Arguments. 


$. 25. YOU pleaſe your ſelf with 2 
needleſs Remark, p. 24. Marg. That Dr. 
© Clarke allows Chriſt to be myrolvvau@-, yet 
* denies him to be aurronę r which you 
endeavour to render abſurd, by giving your 
Senſe of the Words, and making your own 


Inference from that Senſe. But this is really 


trifling, and unfair. Let the Doctor give his 
own Senſe, and draw his own Concluſion, 
and then find fault if you can. I deſire you 
to conſider alſo, that yroxegroe is à Scrip- 
ture 'Term uſed ten times in the New Teſta- 
ment by the inſpir d Penmen, and always ap- 


pluy'd to God; and alſo us'd by the LXX. 
above 120 times, and by them always a- 


propriated to God: whereas marredrap®- is 
never us'd in the New Teſtament, nor by 
the LXX. in the Old. No doubt then, 
but ayrαεαν , (a Word famiilar to the 
Hellenixing Jews, and native Greeks, who pe- 
rus'd the LXX. and St. Foha's Writings) Was 
choſen as the fitteſt Term, and moſt expreſſive 
of the infinite Power and Dominion of the 
Supreme Being. Whatever therefore the 


two Words may fi gnify in human Writers, 
or 


r 
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or by a. juſt Erymology, nurretes rap, tis cer- 
tain, has the higheſt Signification of Power 


and Dominion in Scripture; and Tavred\) you 


has none at all: for which Reaſon tlie Doc- 
tor might well allow one to be apply'd to 
Jeſus Chriſt, but not the other, becauſe al- 
ways uſed of God the ſupreme Being in the 
Holy Scriptures. 


6. 26. Y © Cc A NNOT without Surprize 
conſider again Herm. p. 24, 25. Where you 
are pleas d to ſay, © That (hrt is meant by 

the word: Re-, you think undeniable from 
the conſtant uſe of it in the New Teſta- 

© ment, when usd abſolutely, and with the 
Article prefix d. This, Sir, is ſo palpable 
an Error, that I can't tell how a Divine will 
excuſe it. Pray, conſult the following Places 
in your Greek Teſtament, and ſee if that 
Word us'd abſolutely, and with the Article 
prefix d, does conſtantly ſignify Jeſus Chriſt 
our Lord; Mat. I. 22. 2. 15. 5.33. 9. 38. 


22.44. and Mark 12. 36. and Luke 1. 6, 25, 


28, 46. 2. 22, 23, 38. and Acls 4. 26. and 
Rom. 15. 11. and in many other Places; to 
which I «will forbear to add Jude ver. 5. for 
ſome Copies have S inſtead of kuh, and 
in ſuch where Ings;.is found, Dr. Mil judges 
it to be a Miſtake of the Copiſts tranſcribing 
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and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is the 
Great judge of this Controverſy, and ob- 
ſerves how He is treated by your modern 
Schemes and Arguments. 


F. 25. YOU pleaſe your ſelf with 2 
_ needleſs Remark, p. 24 Marg. That Dr. 
© Clarke allows Chriſt to be -uyrolvvau®:, yet 

© denies him to be auyronęꝶ ro which you 
endeavour to render abſurd, by giving your 
| Senſe of the Words, and making your own 
Inference from that Senſe. But this is really 
trifling, and unfair. Let the Doctor give his 
own Senſe, and draw his own Concluſion, 
and then find fault if you can. I deſire you 
to conſider alſo, that mmyroxegroe is à Scrip- 
ture Term uſed ten times in the New Teſta- 
ment by the inſpir'd Penmen, and always ap- 
ply'd to God; and alſo usd by the LXX. } 
above 120 times, and by them always ap- 
propriated to God: whereas rave. is 
never us'd in the New Teſtament, nor by 
the LXX. in the Old. No doubt then, 
but rarenegrog, (a Word famiilar to the 
 Hellenizing Fews, and native Greeks, who pe- 
rus'd the LXX. and St. Foha's Writings) was 
choſen as the fitteſt Term, and moſt expreſſive 
of the infinite Power and Dominion of the 
Supreme Being. Whatever therefore the 


two Words may ſignify in human Writers, 
n * 
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or by a. juſt Etymology, rarrercg rap, tis cer- 


tain, has the higheſt Signification of Power 
and Dominion in Scripture; and Tavred\) rau®- 


has none at all: for which Reaſon the Doc- 
tor might well allow one to be apply'd to 


Jeſus Chriſt, but not the other, becauſe al- 
ways uſed of God the ſupreme Being i in the 
Holy Scriptures. 


6. 26. 1 CANNOT withour Surprize 
conſider again Serm. p. 24, 25. Where you 
are pleas'd to ſay, That Ch;:/t is meant by 
the word RU. Ve, you think undeniable from 
the conſtant uſe of it in the New Teſta- 

ment, when us d abſolutely, and with the 
Article prefix*d.** This, Sir, is ſo palpable 


an Error, that I can't tell how a Divine will 
excuſe it. Pray, conſult the following Places 
in your Greek Teſtament, and ſee if that 


Word us'd abſolutely, and with the Article 
prefix d, does conſtantly ſignify Jeſus Chriſt 
our Lord; Mat. 1. 22. + 2+ 15. J. 23. 9. 38. 
22.44. and Mark 12.36. and Luke 1. 6, 25, 
28, 46. 2. 22, 23, 38. and As 4. 26. and 
Rom. 15. 11. and in many other Places; to 
which I «will forbear to add Jude ver. 5. for 
ſome Copies have O. inſtead of KygG-, and 
in ſuch where Ind is found, Dr. Mill judges 


it to be a Miſtake of the Copiſts tranſcribing 
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a Scholion in the Margin into the Context. 
Will an honeſt wi ſe Man build upon ſuch Un- 
certainties? Whence is this Fondneſs of Fen- 
cing with doubtful Authorities? Firſt you'd 
have Inos, inſtead of kg., Jude ver. 5. and 
to confirm that, you'll have Xe, inſtead 
of Kygrey Or Geb, to be the true Reading, 
1 Cor. 10. 9. Let us ſee how this comports 
with the Facts. St. Paul had his Thoughts 
upon Numb. 21. 5, 6. where we find the 
People ſpake againſt God (the Lord, LXX.) 
And the Lord ſent fiery Serpents among the 
People, and Moſes pray'd unto'the Lord for 
the Pcople. Did the Apoſtle put Chriſt for ö 
Elohim or Jehovah ? He knew the Hebrew and | 
the Greek, and the LXX. better than ſo. | 
The Perſon whom the Apoſile truly intended, 
was Moſes's God: for he ſays before, wer. 5. 
that God was not well pleas'd with many of 
the 1ſraelites, for they were deſtroy'd in the 
Wilderneſs : of which Deſtruction St. Paul 
mentions ſeveral Inſtances, 1 Cor. 10. 79—11, 
in all which, if you conſult the correſpond- 


ing Texts, you will find God, and not Chriſt, | 
Was the Avenger. ceted C av and. Seeg Ce T SI 


Oe, and + Kvproy is the common ſtile of the 
LXX. in the Old Teſtament, Deut. 6. 16. 
Pſal. 77. 21,46, 62. Exod. 17. 2. and Pſal. 78. 
18, 56. in which Pſalm the ſeveral Inſtances 

7 re- 


that whole Pſalm, that God was the Perſon 


the 1ſraelites tempted, as it is plain in 
the Hiſtory itſelf, that it is nd all doubt 
with me, as it will be with every attentive 
and unprejudic'd Reader, that St. Paul, 1 Cor. 


IO, 9, read THR C ws) F ©coy z or Kuouoy 3 


having in his Mind the Words of the LXX. 
us'd in Heut. 6. 16. & alibi, and Pſalm 78. 18s 
56. The Author of the Hebrews, ch. 3.7 — 
i1. cites the LXX. verbatim in Pſal. 95. 
Lond. Edit. 1670. for above four Verſes to- 


gether, referring to the ſame Facts in the 
Old Teſtament, as St. Paul does 1 Cor. 10. 9. 


which is a further Confirmation of the Read- 


ing aforeſaid. 


$. 27, 'YO U are pleas'd to catch at every 
Shadow, for want of ſubſtantial Arguments, 


and proceed from doubtful Readings to po- 


fitive Inferences, which Men of Candor and 
judgment condole in a Preacher, who ſpeaks 
in the Name of God. Give me leave to put 


you in remembrance, à &mgiya: Sad 5% Oct 


Co., or rather that you take good heed, 
(uh deviondut 7 wovoy AgoroJny Ocly) not to deny 
the ouly Lord God, to be the Perſon intended 


by St. Jude, not only in the 4th ver. but alſo 


K 2 by 
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refer'd to by St. Paul, are recited by the : | 
Pſalmiſt ; where it is ſo evident throughout 


- — - - CORY 
S 
* 


— 
— 


— — 75 R rr 
. — - Se 2 * * 
P Seed GEM. - Lie 4 Se 


— 


3 
— 


n 
— os Az 


N= > 


6 The Ae 0ST LES Creed hs: 


by his uſual Name 5 Kei, in the 5th ver. 
Who this Lord was, that ſav d the People out of 
the Land of Egypt, and after deſtroy'd them 
who did not believe, we are told expreſly, Exod, 
20. 1,2. J am the Lord thy God who brought 
thee, Cc. Numb. 14. throughout. If you'd 
know who puniſh'd the fallen Angels, Jude, 
wer. 6. whether the Lord Chriſt, or the Lord 
God, St. Peter, 2 Ep. 2. 4. tells us it was God. 
To whom alſo he aſcribes the Deſtruction of 
Sodom and Gomorrah in the ſame place ; which 
Jude mentions in his 7th ver. So Mo ſes 18 
againſt you, and St. Peter is againſt you in 
pie K. to Chriſt in theſe Facts men- 
tion d in St. Jude. And doubtleſs St. Jude 
himſelf is againſt you; Who little thought any 
Chriſtian could be ſo miſtaken, as to ima- 
ine he meant the Lord Chriſt, when he 
ſpeaks of the Lord who ſav'd the People out of 
the Land of Egypt, Jude, ver. 5. By your 
too forward Zeal for our Maſter Chriſt, you 
have in the Inſtances before, deny*d his Fa- 
ther and our Futher, his God aud our God. 


F. 28. THIS incautious Zeal for ſup- 

porting a miſtaken Scheme, is owing to Pre- 
judice, and want of Examination. Had 
you conſider'd the uſe of ke in the LXX 
or the New Teſtament alone, you had been 


right. 
+ 
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right. In the LXX. you often meet with 


KU O- and 5 Rug apply d to Men in Pow- 


er, to Angels, to falſe Gods, to the true 


God very often. So Adon, Adonai, El, Elo- 
ah, Elohim, Jah, Jehovah, ( words almoſt 
continually us'd for the ſupreme Being) are 
render'd in a multitude of Places by KG 
with and without the Article. The inſpir'd 
Writers of the New Teſtament being much 
us'd to the Verſion, of the LXX. very fre- 
i apply. that Word, to. the Supreme Be- 
ing, with and without an Article; for it was 


become a very familiar Name of God amongſt 


molt of the Jews in Aſa and Egypt. Hence 
it came to paſs, that the Ewangeliſts and A- 
poſeles uſe it abſolutely for God, and often too, 


_ without adding any exegetical Term. In ſo 


doing, they were in no hazard of being miſ- 
underſtood in the Apoſtolick Age. At other 


times Rue is attended with Epithets, diſ- 
tinctive or emphatical ; of which there are 
alſo a multitude of Inſtances in the Verſion 


of the LXX. and in the New Teſtament 
for the moſt part tis obvious from Words or 


Circumſtances in the Text or Context, who 


is meant by ke. Tis certainly ſo in the 


' 5th ver. of Jude, from the Paſlages refer'd. to 
in the Old Teſtament : For who, not biaſs d, 


would be ata loſs to find the Subject, after 
the 
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the Care taken by St. Jude to prevent Mic. | 
take ? 5 


F. 29. THE groundleſs Charges then 
of you, Sir, and others, againſt your Fellow- 
Chriſtians, will recoil upon your own Heads 
with accumulation. Who are they that deny 
the Lord that bought them? Are they not 
ſuch who deny the God and Father of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt to be the only Lord God, 
and the only wiſe God, mention'd in St. Jude? 
Are they not ſuch who have introduc'd into 
their Creed, Gods many and Lords many ? In- 
ſomuch that they do all they poſſibly can to 
make it doubtful, to which of their ſupreme, 
coequal Gods ſome Terms and Clauſes are to 
be apply'd, to the irreparable Scandal of 
Chriſtians, and Diſhonour of Chriſtianity, 
Do not they deny the true Faith, who deny 
him alone to be only ſupreme Lord and God, 
whom Jeſus Chriſt worſhipp'd, and from 
whom he receiv'd his Being, his Doctrine, his 
Dover, and Dignity, his Reward, his Name 
above every Name? Theſe Men, Sir, are the 
great Corrupters of the true Faith ; who have 
by new-fangled Terms and Diſtinctions a- 
dulterated the true Doctrine of Chr;/? and his 
Apoſtles, concerning the one God and Father 
ef all, and turn'd the Creed into a Riddle: Who 
= have 


118 
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have not been aſham'd to uſe all Methods of 
Terror and Compulſion in defending their 
falſe Athanaſian, and ſuppreſſing the true Chriſ- 
tian Faith. Whatever your Abhorrence, Sir, 
may be of Force and Violence of all Kinds, 
in matters of Conſcience and Religion, 
which you declare againſt at large, p. 26, 27, 
zo, & alibi, tis plain you are for hard Wordt, 


unjuſt Reflections, and falſe Repreſentations, 


Serm. p. 26, 35. Where you ſpeak of falſe Teach- 


ers who are open and impudent in ſpreading the 


Poiſon of their Doftrines all around——blaſpheme 
the Author and Finiſher of our Faith ; which, 


with ſeveral other Paſſages, too much re- 


ſemble the Rant and Spirit of Sacheverel In 
p. 38. you ſtep further, and repreſent the Or- 
thodox in the proper Dreſs and Character of 


the Athanaſians; who finding how difficult it 


is to reduce the Scripture Stile to their 
Schemes, uſe all their Skill to pervert them; 
and when that can't be done, take refuge 


in novel and ambiguous Terms, invented to 


diſguiſe their Errors, aud confound their 


| Readers. You will not be offended, if my 


Zeal ſhould reſemble yours, and that I have 
a quick Reſentment of the Indignities offer d by 
modern Schemes to the Great God, and to our 
Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, denying the Father alone 
to be God, yet affirming Jews Chriſt to be 


ſo, 


r 
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fo, becauſe tis pretended he has the ſame. 
Titles and Characters. This being the great 
Apoſtacy of the preſent Age, tis high time 
for Divines to review their Schemes, to read 
the Holy Oracles with greater Attention and 
Cireumſpection, and with Candor and In- 
tegrity profeſs the Truths they ſhail diſcover. 
Hr, as you rightly obſerve, p. 26. let thoſe 
_ who think it proper, ſcreen their real Sentiments, 
make uſe of Terms equivocal and ambiguous ( as 
Perſon, Eſſence, Hypoſtaſis) it becomes the 
Miniſters of the Goſpel to be free, open, and ex- 
plicit; and not like Ambidexters, preach .now | 
Tritheiſm, and then Sabelianiſm ; ; nor, like 
Novices, raiſe Doctrines, and fling Texts at 
their Neighbours without Wit or Fear, nei- 
ther regarding; their own, nor their Fellow- 
Chriſtians Reputation; but caſting all the 
hard Words and invidious Reproaches at 
the Perſons of Men; and expecting for this 
the Reſpect of their weaker Hearers: but 
ure no thanks from our Maſter Chriſt, who 
will diſown all ſuch as are aſham'd of 
him and his Words, as they repreſent him 
in the Goſpel ; and prefer the Chriſt in human 
Creeds and the Aſſembly's Catechiſm, before the 
Chriſt of God in the Holy Scriptures; 


d. 30. 


% 3. ith. 
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F. 30. SINCE you are for a modern Chriſt, 


tis no wonder that you are for modern Terms 
of Communion. A Man might have been a good 


. Chriſtian, a true Diſciple of Jeſus Chriſt 


for ſome Ages before your Creeds and Cate- 
chiſms were fram d. The Terms of Baptiſm 
were the Terms of Communion in the 4- 


_ poſtolick and two following Ages. Now Chriſt, 


and his Apoſtles too, would be receiv'd by few 
Churches ; for modern Standards would ex- 
clade them. The Ethiopian Eunuch, Acts 8. 


37. was preſently baptiz'd, that is, receiv'd 


into Chriſt's Church by St. Philip, upon his 
declaring expreſly, He believ'd Jeſus Chriſt to 
le the Son of God. Would you, Sir, or your 
Brethren admit upon the ſame Confeſſion -? 


Our Lord himſelf pronounced St. Peter bleſſed, 


upon his bare declaration, that he believ'd 
him to be the Chriſt, the Son of the living God 
Would not you, and ſome others, pronounce 
him curſed, if he believ'd no more? Muſt 
not modern Believers and modern Communicants 
believe Chriſt to be the living God himſelf ? to 
be God equal to the Father in all Perfections? 
of the ſame divine Eſſence, tho a diſtinct ypoſta- 
fis in the ſame divine Eſſence? Will you, or 
your Brethren receive any without ſuch 2 
belief? No, your Chriſtianity 'tis plain, is 

ES be- 
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become a new Thing, a new Inſtitution, and 
ſo requires new Rules or Conditions of Com- 
munion, St. Paul, Rom. 10. 9. tells us, that 
if WE confe ſs with our Mouth the Lord Jeſiu, and 
believe in our Heart that God hath raisd him 
From the dead, we hall be ſaved. But St. Atha-. 
naſius, or ſomebody for him, and all his Ad- | 
mirers, have told us in effect, that without 
doubt we ſhall periſh eternally, unleſs we 
believe his metaphyfical Creed. It was well ob- 
ſerv'd by Cardinal Palavicini, that without 
the help of Ariſtotle, we ſhould have wanted | 
many Articles of Faith. He might have ſaid | 
Plato too; for his Diſciples introduced the | 
firſt Corruptions into the Doctrine of the Tri- 
nity, of which modern Churches are fo te- 
nac ious, that without the Belief of thoſe 
(or rather without the mere Words) a Man 
cannot be accounted Orthodox, hardly a 
Chriſtian ; So much is the Chriſtian Spirit now 
wanting in Chriſtendom ! I am forry to ob- 
ſerve that you and others, contrary to your 
Puty as Miniſters of the Goſpel of Peace, 
are ſo zealous to inflame and foment Divili- 
ons, and to divide Communions, Serm. p. 41, 
42, 43. I conteſs, were not your Practice 
much better than your Principles, and your 
Prayers leſs Heretical than your Preaching, 
know no . to be fond of your Com- 

munion ; 
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munion: But in your Aſſemblies hitherto, the 


Worſhip of the one true God thro Jeſits 
Chriſt has been preſery'd, for the moſt part, 
from the Pollution of your Scholaſtick Terms 
and Notions. The true Worſhippers of the 


| ſupreme Being, who worſhip him in Spirit 


and in Truth, Joh. 4. 23, 24. and who wor- 
ſhip with ſupreme Honours him alone, Mat. 
4. 10. Luke 4. 8. are highly pleas'd with ſuch 


_ Chriſtian Aſſemblies; where they don't 
Alete Ti rice ag + xo — but keep to 


the molt primitive Standard of Worſhip, ac- 
cording to the Rules and Practice of Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, who worſhipp'd the Father 
alone, Mat. 4. 10. & 6.6, 9. Like 4. 8. Joh. 
4.21, 23. Rev. 14. 7.& 19. Io. & 22.9. In Mut. 
11. 25. Duke 10. 21. & 22+ 42. & 23. 34,46. Jo. 
It. 41. & 12. 27, 28. & 14. 16. & 15. 16. & 16. 


23, 26. & 17. 5, 11, 24, 25+ Heb. 5. 7. In theſe 


laſt Places, I ſay, you have the Example of 
our Great Lord; and in the former Places yon 
have his and his Apoſtles Commands. In 


_ Revel. 4. throughout, you have a Viſion of 


the Worſhip of God the Father in the moſt 


ſolemn Manner fitting ona Throne, &c. In 


Philip. 3. 3. you have the Pr actice and Duty 
of all Chriſtians imply*d in their Character 
and alſo Coloſ. 1. 3. 1 Thefſ. 1. 2. Rom. 15. 6 


and in many other Places, In Tube 1. 5. 
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Zecharias his Caſe is very plain; he directs 
his Thankſgiving to the one only Object of 
ſupreme Worſhip. But I forbear to refer to 
other Paſſages. Tis evident, there was no 
Diſpute between Chriſt and the Jews about 
the true Object of divine Worſhip. He and 
his Apoſtles no where correct or reprove 
them in that particular ; but every where 
ſpeak as to a People well acquainted with 
their Duty in this reſpect. St. Paul wor- 
ſhipp'd the God of his Fathers, Acls 24. 14, 
2 Tim. 1.3. and was not accus'd of innova- 
ting on that head. There is a ſtrong Paſ- 
lage, Epheſ. 3. 21. which expreſly tells us 
St. Paul's Deſire or Prayer, in words that 
cContain a perfect Rule for our Addreſſes to 
God by or in Jeſus Chriſt, which he wiſh'd 
might continue in the Church thro all Ages. 
I wiſh ſome warm and indiſcreet Perſons 
would now remember and obſerve it, and 
take care how they lead their People to a Plu- 
rality of divine Objects. Raſh Zeal is fear- 
leſs, but it is accountable. Give me leave to 
warn you, to take heed of an evil Heart of 
Unbelief, in departing from the living 
God, Heb. 3. 13. Be not deceiv'd, God is 
rot mock'd with your vain Diſtinctions and 
Terms new coin'c, as a Salvo for your gi- 
ving divine Honour to 2d and 3d Objects be- 
5 ſides 
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ſides him. Yon may raſhly reje& thoſe, who 


cannot ſubmit their Conſciences to your hu- 
man and unſcriptural Schemes ; but God does 
certainly receive them, and the Church tri- 


umphant will join with thoſe true Morſbippers, 
who worſhip the Father in Spirit and in Truth. 


b. 31. I AM ſorry to obſerve the In- 
connection of your Argument, p. 40. at the 
bottom, with open Reflections upon Perſons 
by name, p. 41, 42, & 43- a thing too rude 


and inſolent for a Pulpit; and Pm ſurpriz'd a 


Man of Lettersſhonld except againſt the Word 
Supreme, p.43. When apply'd to God, becauſe it 
is of Pagan original. Why, Sir, 15 not the 
original Greek ſo? Are not all our Verſions in 
Languages of Pagan Extraction? Have not our 
Tranſlators us'd the word Sypreme ? Can you, 
or any body find a fitter Term for %56-, 
us'd nine times in the New Teſtament for 
the moſt High God, and about thirty ſix times 
by the LXX. in the Old Teſtament, which 
is always render'd Supremus or Summus by 
Caſtalio, the beſt Tranſlator in ſome reſpe&s; 
nay, Mr. Cumming himſelf renders his own 


Text by the Word, Supreme, Marg. p. 20. and 


uſes it often afterwards ; and yet cavils at 
that very word, Serm. p.43. But Overſights 


of this kind are not to be wonder'd at in a 


Sermon that abounds with them the moſt 
| that 
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that Jever met with in a Diſcourſe pretend- 
ing to adviſe others, how t hey ought to con- 
tend for the true Faith. To give a few In- 
ſtances, (1+) P. 7. you ſay, © The Faith once 
deliver'd to the Saints, as one uniform Rule, 
not any novel Opinion, or Doctrine invent- 
© ed by Men, but the Revelation of Jeſus 
< Chriſt, is the Faith we are to contend for 
and p. 8. Anathema is threaten'd to ſuch 
© who ſhall pervert, add to it, or diminiſh 
it.“ Yet, Sir, all your Marginal Note, 
p. 16, 17, 18. is an entire Alteration and Ad- 
dition to the Faith once deliver'd to the 
Saints, whic h you ſet forth in Words of hu. 
man Invention, and chuſe them before the 
Terms of divine Revelation. Again, p. 14. 
you condemn the great Error of the Times | 
which makes truly and properly three Gods; 
yet in the ſame Page, and often elſewhere, 
you ſtrenuouſly contend for Tritheiſm. The 
Scriptural, moſt primitive Faith of a Trinity, 
which, according to the moſt general Creed, 
commonly call'd the Apoſtles, was the Belief in 
one God the Father Almighty, Maker of Heaven 
aud Earth, aud in Jeſus Chriſt his only Son our Lord, 
and inthe Holy Ghoſt or Spirit : This you change 
by modern Additions ; ſo that your Creed 
muſt now run, I believe in one God the Father 
Almighty, &c. And in Jeſus Chriſt the Sou Al- 
| mighty, 
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mighty, Maker of Heaven and Earth ; and in 
the Holy Ghoſt Almighty, Maker of Heaven and 
Earth, three diſtin Beings, Spirits, or Minds, 
infinite in all Perfections, having each of them 
the true aud proper Characters, Powers, aud Glo- 
ries of the eterual Godhead : which is as expreſs 
and formal Tritheiſm as words can makes it. 


Let this is your Creed, and the Creed of your 


four eminent Brethren, and indeed of too 
many others; which Creed deſtroys the 
Scriptural primitive Unity of God and Tri- 
nity of Perſons; for it makes a true and 
proper Trinity of Gods, coequal in all ne- 
ceflary Perfections, and a Unity of Species or 
Kind. So that God is by this Doctrine nor 
one intelligent Eſſence, Being, or infinite 
Spirit, but three ſuch of the fame divine 
Kind or Species. (2.) You and your Bre- 
thren are for hectoring others to be more ex- 
plicit, not 20 fereen their real Sentiments, nor ta 
uſe ambiguozns and equivocal Terms, p. 26, & 27 
and yet no body can in any one Point be 
more ambiguous and unſteady in the Uſe of 
Words, than you are in this greateſt Point. 
For one God with you is ſometimes a Species 
of three Spirits, and ſometimes an Individual, 


or one Spirit. The Trinity is often a Tri- 


nity of infinite Beings, Minds, or Spirits, 
three diſtinct proper Objects of ſupreme Ho- 


nour 
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nour and Adoration; and as often one inf. 
nite Mind or Spirit under three eminent 
Characters, Properties, or diſtinct Repreſen- 
tations; ſo that this whole Controverſy is 
maintain'd by your Shifting and Dodging, by 
ſaying and unſaying in the ſame Breath; 
which I am ſure has perplex ed and enſnared 
the Minds of Thouſands ; and I dare ſay, 
often diſturbs and diſtracts you in your Ad- 
dreſſes to the Object or Objects of ſupreme 
Honour and Worſhip. (3.) Tou explain theſe 
Words [being in the Form of God] to mean, 
naturally and neceſſarily poſſeſſed of the ſame in- 
finite and adorable Perfections with the Father 
which is a Meaning both uncertain and im- 
poſſible. Uncertain, z. e. whether you mean 
by the word Same, the ſame in Kind, or the 
fame indi vidual Perſections: If the ſame in 
Kind, then you make two infinite diſtin& 
Subjects of infinite Perfections, which is 3 

Contradiction. If you mean the ſame indi- 
vidual Perfections, then you make the Father 
and the Son the ſame Being, which is con” 
trary to the whole Scripture, and the very 
| Sabellian Hereſy. At one time, God in your 
Scheme, is an Individual, at another time he 
is not. Quia dividi poteſt in plures ejuſdem no- 
minis & nature diving, In ſhort, you are not, 


jou dare not be plain, open, and explicit: and 
by 


—ů 
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by your own Conſequence, p 2+ Dou muſt per- 
Plex and enſuare Mens Minds, and had much 
better be altogether filent. Moſt juſtly may we 


reply upon you in your own Words, Marg. 


. 42. when you are conſtantly ſhifting and 


confounding the Senſe of one God and three Per- 
1 &c. What a vile Abuſe of Words this 
* is, what a horrid Impoſition upon the Senſe 


and Reaſon of Mankind, I leave to the 
Conſideration of every: judicious Chriſtian, 
© who 1s not willing to renounce both his 


Bible and his Underſtanding, and ſuffer 


© himſelf to be led by a mere ſound of Words, 
© without regarding what is ſignity'd or in- 
© tended by them. Such Advantage have you 


4 ( as Sabelliaus and Tritheiſts by turns) who ' 
can reconcile the declaring your Faith in 


words of a double entendre, i. e. in deceit- 
ful Words, with the utmoſt Simplicity and 


Sincerity. Marg. p. 16. (4.) In that very 
lcth Page, Marg. you uſe deceitful Words; 


for you ſpeak of ſuch an Emanation as proves 
the Son equally ſelf-exiſtent with the Father. Is 
the Father then an emanated ſelf-exiſtent 


Being? What is this daring, this contra. 


dictory Theology! ? Do you conſider What 
you ſay, and of whom you ſpeak? (5.) What 
difference can you tell us between an ema- 


nated and unemanated Being? Is it not rhe 
lame as derived and derived. begotten and 


M | Lil 
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unbegotten, not ſelf-exiſtent and ſelf exiſtent, 
dependent and independent, not the firſt and 
theifirſt Being? (6.) You, Sir, with the 
higheſt Degree of Inſolence (tis the Caufe 
of God the Father which obliges me to uſe 
that word for your inſulting him) are fo raſh, 
Marg. p. 16. as to ſay, That the Father alone 
is the eternal neceſſary Being, is a Pofition without 
any Proof. An Expreſſion never ſpoken before 
in any Pulpit, never read in any Chriſtian 
Writer, and never to be remember'd by you, 
Sir, without the greateſt Horror and Humi- 
liation. If the Father alone be not in your 
Creed the eternal neceſſary Being, what will 
you prove, if you could prove an eternal 
neceſſary Emanation or Generation? Why, 
no more than this, viz. that Jeſus Chriſt is 
not an eternal neceſſary Being, becauſe by 
your Reaſoning, he is neceſſarily emanated 
from, or generated by one, who alone is not 
the eternal neceſſary Being. Is this ſerving 
your Hypotheſis? Is this a Fundamental in 
the Chriſtian Religion? (7.) I, and ] am ſure 
all the World beſides, out of this Controver- 
ſy, ever thought God to be an eternal ne- 
ceſſary Being. If this be a certain Truth, 
then the Father is not God, the Son is not 
God, nor the Holy Ghoſt ; becauſe the firſt, 
ſecond, and third alone is not the eternal 
neceſſary Being in your Creed; and the Son, 


FT fay, Ser is P. by: 2 poſſe fed naturally and | 
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vece ll. arily of the Same infinite Perfections with 


the Father; who, you ſay, Marg. p. 16. is 


not alone the eternal neceflary Being ; yet 


Marg. p. 14. you ſcruple not to ſpeak of the 


ſupreme Deity of Jeſus Chriſt, and often in 
your Marginal Note, from p. 20, to 24. Whence 


1 might juſtly be infer d, that your ſupreme 


Being is not alone the eternal neceſſary Be- 
ing. In ſhort, I ſee ſuch Confuſion in your 
Thoughts, and in your Language, upon this 
great Subject, that I muſt beg you, for the 
Honour of God and our Holy Religion, to | 
conſider this Matter more N 


$. 32. THERE are many particulars 
in your ſecond Head, about the manner of 
our contending for the Faith, which I think 
very juſt and true. I pray God keep us all to 
2 ſtri& Obſervation of them; that we may 
avoid all violent ways of making Proſelhte, p. 
28. all coercive Force againſt the Bodies, Eſtates, 
or civil Rights of Men, p. 30. all Impoſition upon 
Conſcience of the Words of God or Men, animated 
by temporal Penalties, p. 3 1. I wiſh you had 
added, that we ought to avoid all hard 
Words, unjuſt Refle&ions, cruel and unfair 
Januendoes, falſe and bitter Charges againſt 
our Adverſaries, in which your Sermon a- 


bounds : but this would have been too ſelf⸗ 


denying for your Zeal. You cannot think of 


the O/thodox or their Cauſe without Expreſſi- 
M 2 ons. 


— 
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and of Bitterneſs and Indignation, in Which 
you overflow, p. 5, 6, 7, 14, 19, 26, 27, 28, 
33, 34, 35. 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 46, 47, 


48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, 56, 61. Let me 
turn the Tables upon you, and ſee how you Will 


like your own words retorted upon you as 
Hereticks, and your Notions: as Hereſy. 4 

Diſcourſe (upon the Unity and true Doctrine of 
the Trinity] cannot be. unſeaſonable, when, the 
Foundations of our Religion are opealy attack” d by 
ſome eminent Diſſenting Miniſters and others; and 
a new Sabellian or Tritheiſt ick Faith. is im- 
poſed for } Orthodoxy ; ; and the Revivers of ex- 
ploded Hereſies impudently boaſt of Numbers, as 
the London and Exeter Subſcribers do. | It ſtrikes 
one with Horror to conſider the Tuſolence with 
' which ſome Divines treat the Divinity, and the 
Deity, the ſupreme Deity of the Futher. The 
common Boaſt is, which one would think incre- 
dible, that this inquiſitive Age will openly main- 
tain Tritheiſm : Tho this Boaſt is as vain ds i; 
is pre, mpruory. The Diſciples of Athanaſiug 
(who yet are aſham'd of that Name) are 
open Enemies to the Scripture and primitive Doc- 
zrines of * the Divine Unity and Holy Tri- 
_ nity ; int. oducing into Chriſtianity, Errors that 
ſhake the Foundations of natural and reveal'd Re- 
ligion When ſuch a dreadful Scene opens, and 18 
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= proſefſedly maintained, by ſome of the moſt eminent 
_ Difſenting Miniſter s,, lis high time for others to 
ſrew themſelves Advocates for the Truth. Dives 
excellent | Treatiſes have lately been publiſhed in 
oppoſition to theſe: growing Errors; as the Scrip- 
ture Doctrine of the Trinity „ Primitive 
Chriſtianity reviv'd, and Bp. Pearſon on the 
Creed, to guard us againſt tho ſe ſeducing Spirits, 
the London Miniſters, who preach up antient 
Hereſies, &c. And the New Teſtament, God be 
prais d, continues to be read and ſtudied thro the 
Nation, || the only Rule of Faith, &c. yet 50 
 Novelliſts 2ſe all Arts to alter or pervert it; * in- 
ſomuch that the Unity, of God, the Hundation of 
all true Religion, is really overturn'd by the capti- 
vating Errors of our days; | which make three 
coequal Gods as truly and properly in their 
Sermons and Syſtems, as ſuch a Notion could be 
poſſibly expreſs'd by am Words that Men can poſſibly 
invent or uſe : || Aud they tell us, that this is 2 
neceſſary part of our Faith, a Fundamental of our 
Religion, that in this we muſt live and die; they 
tell us moreover, that Jeſus Chriſt is our only 
Sovereign, our only God, and ſupreme Go- 
vernor, or ſupreme Lord, forgetting that he 1s 
but one of the three Gods in their Cyeed. 


- 'Theſe Innovators tell the World, that the 
s moſt expreſſive Characters of the Divine Su" 
J Serm. p. 7. e. 8. T. 13, 14. "+ Marg. 


P. 18, P. 19. * P 20. 
| premacy 
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premacy (they muſt mean, fit, unoriginated; 
unbegotten, ſelf-exiſtent) are aſcribꝰ d to Je ſus 
Chriſt ; and p. 26. that the Titles and Attributes 


of the only Lord God, are without Limitation aſ- 
crib'd to him; as if they intended to exclude _ 


the Deity of the firſt and third Perſons. They 
talk of theſe ſublime Matters, and ſcreen their 


real Sentiments in ambiguous and equi vocal Terms, 


and not like the Miniſters of Chriſt, in a Nr. 
open, and explicit manner. When they are hard 
preſs' d, they fly to Myſtery, Equivocation, 
or downright Sabellianiſm or Tritheiſm. They 
give hard Names to the * truly Orthodox, 
to amuſe and enrage their Adverſaries; and 
fly to Conſequences of their own drawing, 
as of equal Evidence with expreſs Words, 
for want of clearer Proofs. f They expreſs 
themſelves with much Zeal againſt Perſecu- 
tion of all kinds, but that of the Tongue ; 
reſerving to themſelves a Liberty, ſince they 
can do no more, to call names unmercifully. 
Il Theſe falſe Teachers and Seducers are bold and 
impudent in ſpreading the Poiſon of their Doctrine all 
around; They bIaſpheme the Author and Finiſher of 
our Faith. ** All the Books of the Old and New 
Teſtament are plainly levell'd againſt their 
Hlereſies and Blaſphemies, which ſprang from 
Sabelins and Athanaſius, if not from Montamm 


— * . 


EP. 29. 11 r. 31. || Pag. 33, 35. vos + 2.37. 
and 


— ww , — „„ Os www . _£cz 


„6 e - WV 


n 


than the ASSEMBL v's Catechiſm. 87 

and Simon Magus. f We are told, whilſt 
theſe Hereſies reign every where, of the com” 
mn Faith of the reformed Churches; as if all a- 
greed in the ſame Senſe and Expreſſions a- 
bout theſe Points; which is far otherwiſe . 
do that the moſt learned Defenders of theſe 
Hereſies, after all their Pains and hard La- 
bour, fiad by Experience how difficult it is, to 
force the Scriptures with all their falſe Criticiſm, 
and their novel ambiguozs Terms and Diſtinctions, 
invented to diſeniſe their Errors, and confound 
their Read ers. It greatly concerns every body 
therefore to watch againſt ſuch Inrking Deceivers 
who abide not in the Doctrine of Chriſt, but 


in the Hereſy of Athanaſius. I know it you 


charge them with his Tritheiſm, they'll im- 
mediately retreat to Sabellius; and when his 
Error is plainly prov *d upon them, they'll 
preſently fly to Athanaſius ; always dodging 
between theſe two Arch-Hereticks, that they 
may ſeem to maintain the Unity and the Ti- 
nit). And ſo tenacious are they of their falſe 
unſcriptural Notions, that were the moſt pri- 
mitive Fathers, and the Apoſtles themſelves now 
live, they would certainly be excommuni- 
cated by thoſe violent Heretichs: for if any 
body has ſo much Candor and Courage as to 
profeſs himſelf of the Mind of Jeſus Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles in thoſe Points, not only the 
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whole Neighbourhood, but the whole Na- 
tion is alarm'd againſt him, and the * Pulpits 


are full of tragical  Qutcries againſt ſome of 


the moſt learned and able Teachers of the 


Chriſtian Religion, who are demoliſh'd by 
every Preacher in all Companies, to ſecure 
their Credit with ignorant furious Zealots. 
The remoteſt Texts furniſh them with hard 
Words and Arguments, by which they in- 
flame themſelves and their Hearers, till both 
are ripe for every ill Word and Work againſt 
the Orthodox, who have little rea ſon to be 
fond of Communion with ſuch Corrupters of 
the true Faith, were 1t not that their religious 
Worſhip is by no means tainted like their 
Principles; if it were, it muſt be ſhunn'd 
and abhor'd by all good Chriſtians : + Fr 
what Communion hath Light with Darkneſ;? 
I 1hat Concord hath Chriſt with Belial? Gs. 
The true Religion we know is a reaſonable 
Religion, but ſome of their Fundamentals 
are expreſs'd in a Set of hard Words, in the 
Senſe of which their moſt eminent Writers dil. 
agree ; and yet they have the Modeſty to im- 
poſe them as neceſſary. What is not a little 
ſurpr izing, is their frequently charging ** the 
Orthodox with levelling Myſteries to their oun 


Capacities, Which is a groundleſs Calum- 


ny; but on the contrary, theſe Athaneſiai aiis 


© Pag. 4 , 4a. + Peg 46. || Fag. 47. , Pay. 48. 
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„make very free with the Seriptures and the 
to Deity, fixing upon both new Terms and new 
© I Notions, and damning all that refuſe them- 


1e In all our Hiſtory from Chriſt's time, I defy 


y all the World to match the Athanaſiun Si ſte n 


re for dark Words and damning Clauſes ; in 
0. which there is a ſolemn Shew of {ſetting forth 
the true Doctrine of the Divine Unity and the 
Holy Trinity : but we muſt beware of being 
led away by the Sound of Words. At firſt hearing 
one would not readily ſuſpect their Heterodoxy, 
for they abound with Profeſſions of adherence 
| to theſe Doctrines as reveal'd in the Scriptures» 
but can't agree amongſt themſelves in their 


| ly and fiercely oppoſing the real Trinitarian, 


Sabellian ; all eagerly contending for their own, 
and impugning their Adverſaries Scheme with 
Rage and Contempt; yet in this they all a- 
gree, to demand Aſſent and Conſent to ſome 
bind unintelligibles, in the meaning of which 
they could never yet agree themſelves. They 
talk much of Charity, but are uneaſy at its 


too hard to be confuted. The Senſe of which 
makes them very uneaſy that the World won't 
take their Words, but examine their Rea- 
ſons, and try their Spirits. By ſeveral new 
16, Champions they have of late attack'd the 


LL N true 


than the Ass E MB LYs C atechiſm. 89 


manner of explaining them; the Nominal free- 


and the Athanaſian as heartily deſpiſing the 


Reſtraints, when the Doctrines they hate are 
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| zrue Scripture Catholick Faith of the Trinity, re- 
ceived at firſt in all Churches, and by all Per- 
ſons, as tis repreſented by St. Irenæut, Lib. 1. 
adv. Hæreſ. but their Schemes have been 
moſtly oppos'd by their Friends. Blind Zeal, 
and too great a Regard for modern Syſtems 
and Leaders, keep them in Countenance and 
Communion with each other: but ſhould a | 
time come when a fair, free, and thorough 
Examination of theſe Points ſhall be encou- 
raged, which they heartily dread, their groſs 
Errors will ſoon be detected, and Truth be- 

come as Catholick as their flagrant Hereſy | 
has been for ſome Ages. For they grant us 
this leading Principle, Serm. p. 56. That an 
Opinion is not to be held faſt, becauſe generally re- 
ceived and long entertain'd : It becomes us always 
to be open to Conviction from Scripture and Reaſon, 
But the Nyveliy of theſe Mens Opinions is a juſt 
Prejudice againſt them. The Faith of the Goſpel 
has been ſettled lang ago by Chriſt and his Apoſiler 
And whilſt their Writings remain, Chriſti- 
an Churches cannot want the means of 
knowing and abiding in thr true Faith, tho 
there never had been any Councils . 
Provincial. But the Orthodox have this I 

ther Advantage, beſides the Holy Scriptures 
being fully on their ſide, that the Primitive 
Writers of tlie three firſt Centuries are thei! 


Champions; ; and, which ſhews the Power 0: 
Truth 
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and impartial, give up their own Cauſe, and 
ſpeak as Orthodoxly as St. Peter or St. Paul. 


Happy would it be for the Church of God, 
if all would be content to be taught of God by his 


Word alone, what his Truth is, and our Faith 
oughtto be. 


T have ſhewn you, Sir, how eaſily, and for 


the moſt part how fairly, the Severities in 


your Sermon may be retorted. I thank God, 
I can heartily forgive your Warmth ; I hope 
more readily than you will excuſe your ſelf. 
And Ido aſſure you that I moſt ſincerely join 
with you in your Exhortation, p. 60. That we 
pray with the greateſt Fervency to the Father of 
Lights, that he would moſt eſfectualy ſtop the Pro- 
greſs of Error, aud pour forth a Spirit of Love and 
Meekneſs, and of a ſound Mind, in oppoſition to 
that Spirit of Delufion, which reigns at this time in 


all Chriſtendom. 


T am, Sir, your bearty Well-wiſher, 
B. C. 
PINA 5 
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Truth, the very Heterodox themſelves, Athanaſius 
and his Followers, by Conceſſions and Over- 
fights, at unguarded Seaſons, when unbiaſs'd 


— —— 


—— — 


E 
$3 , £2 * 
i af - , P 
* » _ 
of ; 
” 4 #Z 
7. 
” . 
8 s 7 
** 
1 2 
9 13 
2. "= 
1 
4 
5 
4 
&* 
* 0 
. 
: 
*. 
+ * 
2 
— 
* LA 
>»? 
. 
* 
* 
. 
33 
* 
* 
* 
> 
5 
A" 
" 
* 
* 1 
* . 
— a 
CON 
PR. „ „ 
22 
* . 
2 
129 
So 
as. - 
* 
1 
> 
2. 
. 
>> 
* 
. 
” = © *, * 
. 
+-# - 
75 
7 
- 
4 
22 2 
o * 2 * 


= _ — 
—— ——ů En — — — — — — 
_ ——— 
> - wy "2 c Tx Has 8 
8 7 , Gro 3 
* ? „ & W 
4 " * . > < . * +; 
«a - a 8 F 
* * - 


* : : * 2 5 3 _ Ad EY ww St x 4 77 * 2 
6 "23 42 12 A „ 2 of wk, 


| WH | 
en i 5 * G5... 146 


wacdh ; * s. 8 


q COT * , x 
ks wh | 4 en 
4 Þ * * * 5 a * 5 * 14 * 5 1 1 4 * % * 3s 
4 * \ Ws 1 : * ® a4 5% 2 — % 2 N 


1 "WI 
4% 
* 8923 4 
* * i. g. 2 — * * » E274 f 8 4 
3 > os "2 F : 0 " * 5 
22 5 & 1 1 C . : * , * \ * 
of 1 4 . » 9 2 
3 EY + 
4 o „ 71 .% 3 ; 3 . 
: 149% 2 BY Yi $308 ©: © Ned 
1 4 5 q 4b 6 + FF - wwe * 
1. ** 1223 3 0 > «op .* * £ - -* »* a:# 


v * by r 17 ele 8 T7 ' of 


— c 2 


PO 7” *X : c 
"YE * % 1884 = 0ST IDEAS as. 65 


1 7 8 N * 
. 4. 181,121. 11-00 <p 
* 


v ö 2 


6 * 

— 
3 

% 


: * * 2 

1 oY „ *. * v ha... 
ng * 
py ** 

1 


* 
1 9 
5 © 
* 4 
> * 
. 2 ; 
& - + © = 
o PR. , 
Ch #4 „ 
_- Y 
® $ +” =& -3 
7 — „ 


* 


*. 
phy 
*. 
# 
_ . 
— 
. 
— 
* * 


* 

J 

+ 
9 I 


Ts 
w 


. 


* 
, 
Fe 3 


pay * 
—— 
« 


* 
* 


